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Why the UN Matters 


Inflation. Immigration. Crime. Guns. 
Jobs. Abortion. 

Those issues are among the top concerns 
on voters’ minds this election year — and 
rightfully so. But how about the United Na- 
tions? How would you rate its importance 
compared to those other issues? 

If you view the UN as no more than a 
meaningless international debating forum 
that has zero impact on your own life, 
your community, and your nation, then 
you would surely rate it far below the is- 
sues above. Of course, you might still be 
concerned — and properly so — about 
why the United States would squander 
tax dollars on a worthless organization 
year after year, but that would be about it. 

On the other hand, suppose you view 
the United Nations as not only a conse- 
quential organization, but an organization 
that is becoming increasingly consequen- 
tial — by design. In particular, suppose 
you believe that the UN is a central com- 
ponent of a nexus of various international 
and multinational organizations, group- 
ings, and treaties intended to become, 
step by step, a global government pos- 
sessing ultimate authority over its nation 
states. If that is your view of the UN and 
its related agencies, then you would rate 
the UN high on your list of important is- 
sues. In fact, if that is how you view the 
UN, then you could arguably think of it 
as even more important than any one of 
the issues listed above. 

How so? If a future UN world govern- 
ment is empowered to impose its dictates 
on the world’s nations, including the United 
States, then Americans would have a di- 
minished voice regarding the issues of in- 
flation, immigration, crime, guns, jobs, and 
abortion — as well as many other issues 
of importance to us. It is worth consider- 
ing how much voice we have now, with the 
continual transfer of power from the states 
to Washington, D.C. How much more di- 
minished will our voice become with the 
transference of power from Washington to 
the developing global government? 

In fact, it also worth considering if you 
and fellow Americans would have any 
voice whatsoever. After all, the emer- 
gence of global government would mean 
the merger of free societies with unfree 
societies, out of which American liberty 


FROM THE EDITOR 


can only be expected to retreat even fur- 
ther than it already has during the era 
of Big Government. It would mean rule 
by global elitists — often referred to as 
the Deep State here in America — who 
view the UN and the whole nexus of 
other components for developing global 
governance referenced above as tools for 
amassing and consolidating their own 
power globally — all in the name of the 
peoples of the world they claim to serve. 

Not to put too fine a point on it, but 
the historical record shows that the UN 
is a world government threat, and some 
of the evidence supporting this assertion 
is contained in the cover-story articles in 
this issue. 

Under global governance, the Ameri- 
can flag may remain, at least for a time, 
though the flag is already under attack by 
deluded radicals who have been beguiled 
into believing that America is systemical- 
ly racist and the flag a symbol of racism. 
The U.S. boundaries may also remain 
— on a map! Indeed, those boundaries 
already have significantly less mean- 
ing than in the past, now that the U.S. 
government has adopted a de facto open- 
borders policy in contravention of U.S. 
laws. Global government would mean the 
abolition of the United States as a free 
and independent nation, and the loss of 
our Constitution and Bill of Rights. 

When the UN was created in 1945, 
its founders envisioned strengthening 
it over time so that it would become a 
much more powerful organization with 
teeth. Back when The John Birch Soci- 
ety (the parent company of this maga- 
zine) launched its Get US Out! of the 
UN campaign in 1962, few could see the 
danger. But many more have awakened 
to the danger today. After all, the devel- 
oping new world order — from World 
Health Organization regulations to the 
Paris climate accord and the whole glob- 
al environmental regime — has made 
the long-sought-after global power grab 
increasingly apparent. 

That great awakening about the UN 
— the subject of the first article — is 
very good news, since it means that 
getting the U.S. out of the UN is more 
likely than ever. 

— Gary Benoit 
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Riley Gaines Sues NCAA Over Transgender Policies 


Former University of Kentucky 
swimmer Riley Gaines is suing the 
National Collegiate Athletic Associa- 
tion (NCAA) for allowing transgender 
athletes to compete in women’s sports. 

She and 15 current and former col- 
lege athletes filed a lawsuit in the U.S. 
District Court for the Northern District 
of Georgia on March 14, according to 
The Associated Press. 

Gaines said they had been working 
on it “diligently and strategically” for 
some time. Last year, they sent a letter 
threatening legal action unless the NCAA allowed only female- 
born athletes in women’s sports. 

In addition to the NCAA, the lawsuit names several schools 
within the University of Georgia system. It accuses them of vio- 
lating Title [X protections and rights to bodily privacy, not only 
making women compete against biological males, but also forc- 
ing them to share a locker room. 

Gaines and her colleagues assert that the NCAA’s transgen- 
der participation policy undermines women’s sports, and are 
asking for an injunction against the defendants. Their goal is 
to “secure for future generations of women the promise of Title 


IX that is being denied them and other 
college women.” 

The action amounts to yet another 
pushback against the NCAA over this 
issue. The controversy reached a pitch 
when the organization backed the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania’s Lia Thomas 
(a biological male), who won a wom- 
en’s Division I national championship 
in 2022. The event was hosted by Geor- 
gia Tech, which is why the University 
of Georgia system is named in the law- 
suit. Gaines tied with Thomas in the 
200 freestyle final at the 2022 event, but the NCAA awarded 
the trophy to Thomas. 

AP quoted the NCAA on March 14: “College sports are the pre- 
mier stage for women’s sports in America, and while the NCAA 
does not comment on pending litigation, the Association and its 
members will continue to promote Title IX, make unprecedented 
investments in women’s sports and ensure fair competition in all 
NCAA championships.” 

In 2022 the NCAA “revised its policies on transgender athlete 
participation to attempt to align with national sports governing 
bodies,” according to AP. 
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Power Company Acknowledges Role in Texas Fire 


The Smokehouse Creek Fire, which started on February 26 and 
by mid-March had burned nearly 1,700 square miles in the Texas 
Panhandle and into western Oklahoma, looks as if it might have 
been caused by downed power lines operated by utility provider 
Xcel Energy. 

The Associated Press reported on March 7 that Xcel acknowl- 
edged its downed lines were likely responsible for igniting the 
fire, admitting in a statement, “Xcel Energy has been cooperating 
with the investigations into the wildfires and has been conduct- 
ing its own review. Based on currently available information, 


Xcel Energy acknowledges that its facilities appear to have been 
involved in an ignition of the Smokehouse Creek fire.” 

One lawsuit against Xcel, filed on behalf of a Stinnett, Texas, 
homeowner, claims the fire started “when a wooden pole defen- 
dants failed to properly inspect, maintain and replace, splintered 
and snapped off at its base.” “As a result of the utility, powered 
utility lines hit the ground, igniting a fire, which spread quickly 
into an uncontrollable conflagration ... which incinerated the 
nearby town of Canadian,” the lawsuit states. 

South Carolina’s ABC affiliate reported on March 9 that at least 
five additional suits have been filed against Xcel Energy, South- 
western Public Service (SPS) Company, and Osmose Utilities 
Services alleging similar mishandling of power lines in the area. 

One states that “an old, rotten utility pole, owned and oper- 
ated by the Defendant Xcel and/or SPS and located northwest 
of Stinnett, Texas, broke off below ground level and fell toward 
the ground. The electrical conductors attached to that fallen pole 
then contacted the ground, causing an electrical fault and arcing 
that ignited the Smokehouse Creek Fire.” 

Interestingly, although Xcel “disputes claims that it acted neg- 
ligently in maintaining and operating its infrastructure,” it has 
nonetheless encouraged those directly affected by the fire to file 
a claim with them. “We will review and respond to any such 
claims in an expeditious manner, with a priority on claims from 
any person that lost their home in the Smokehouse Creek fire.” 
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INSIDE TRACK. 
Parents Upset by School’s Secret LGBTQ Club 
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On March 5, Sacramento’s CBS 13 reported that parents “feel like 
they were kept in the dark about an LGBTQ+ club they said a 
third-grade teacher started” at their children’s school. 
According to the California Family Council (CFC), early this 
school year, Daniel Bishop, a third-grade teacher at Elk Grove 
Unified School District’s (EGUSD) Pleasant Grove Elementary 
School, “was allowed to personally invite all the 3rd through 6th- 
grade classes to a new LGBTQ club he was starting. The ‘UBU 
Club’ as he called it, was for ‘boys who crush on boys’ and ‘girls 


who crush on girls,’ but anyone could come, the kids were told. 
Yet parents weren’t told anything about the club. No notification 
in the school newsletter and no permission slips were required 
for attendance.” 

When parents learned of the club in January, they questioned 
school officials, continued CFC. “They were told LGBTQ clubs 
had already been started in 5 to 10 other elementary schools. 
They also discovered school officials weren’t sure students 
needed parent permission to attend an LGBTQ club. But the 
UBU club was put on hold until the school officials got legal 
advice. That was on January 29. Tired of waiting for answers, 
parents took their complaints and questions to the [EGUSD’s 
March 5] meeting.” 

At that meeting, one parent commented that, although “the dis- 
trict has ignored concerned parents for weeks, [it] recently sent 
a flier to all district teachers, inviting them to a training on how 
to respond to resistance from parents against LGBTQ clubs.” 

Another said that school staff “betrayed the trust of parents 
when they held this UBU club during lunchtime and did not no- 
tify parents or require permission slips for the club.” 

Perhaps the staff were following the California Teachers As- 
sociation’s (CTA) advice. In 2021, the CTA was caught on leaked 
video instructing members how to start in-school LGBTQ clubs 
without parents’ knowledge, with a first-grade teacher explicitly 
stating, “It’s best to hold meetings for gender identity clubs dur- 
ing lunchtime, so the parents never know.” 


No A/C in Paris Olympics Athlete Housing? 


Athletes at the 2024 Summer Olympic Games in Paris could face 
more than just the world-class competition the games are cer- 
tain to feature. Because of the French capital’s desire to host the 
“greenest ever” Olympic games, athletes might have to bed down 
in stifling hot rooms, because Paris has decided to do without air 
conditioning in the athlete housing. 

Reuters reported on March 13 that, instead of those carbon- 
spewing air conditioners, hot athletes will need to rely on a system 
utilizing underground water to cool the rooms. In addition, the 
buildings housing athletes will be oriented in a way that avoids 
direct sunlight, which hopefully will keep the rooms cooler. 

Paris Mayor Anne Hidalgo assured Olympians that all will be 
well, despite last summer’s four heat waves that led to the fourth- 
hottest summer on record in France. “This village was designed 
to avoid the need for air conditioning, even in very, very high 
temperatures,” she said. 

Some Olympic delegations aren’t willing to go without air 
conditioning, though, even if it is for the climate’s sake. The Aus- 
tralian Olympic Committee (AOC), for instance, doesn’t want 
to bet on unproven, climate-friendly engineering to keep their 
athletes cool, so they’re bringing $100,000 worth of air condi- 
tioners to France. 

“[These are] high-performance Games,” said AOC CEO Matt 
Carroll. “We’re not going for a picnic.... Athletes have got to 


sleep during the day, because their events are at night [and] day- 
time will be when it’s hottest.” 

Teams from Canada, Greece, and Ireland will also be bringing 
their own portable A/C units to Paris. Even the Paris Organizing 
Committee appears to understand the concerns, as they will be 
offering portable units for rent. 

Athletes from more than 200 nations from all over the globe 
come to compete in the Olympics. Isn’t that a lot of carbon-emit- 
ting jet travel? The Olympics are not a necessity. Why don’t Mayor 
Hidalgo and the organizers of the Paris Olympics make a grand 
gesture in the name of the climate and cancel them altogether? Ml 


gorodenkoff/iStock/Getty Images Plus 


KEEP AMERICA 


Congressional votes to 
defund & Get US Out! 
of the United Nations: 


1997: 54 Votes 
2004: 83 Votes 
2011: 177 Votes 
218 Is a Majority! 


The John Birch Society has been equipping leaders like you to expose 

the Deep State globalist agenda for over 60 years. We have derailed key 
strategic objectives by working in concert across the country, getting the 
right information to the right people at the right time.With your help we can hit se 
critical mass, defeat the globalists, and “Drain the Swamp!” 


You can make a difference and we’re here to help with: 

e Over six decades of leadership experience 

e Consistent track record of telling the truth and projecting the lines 

e Educational tools you can rely on to influence others 

e Uncompromising defense of the U.S. Constitution and independence 
e Verified news and urgent action alerts 

e An influential body of men and women of good character 

e National concerted action program so you can multiply your effectiveness by working 


with others 
OOX 


Follow us on Social Media 


Cc >» gab 


There’s never been a more critical time to join our epic struggle 

to preserve American freedom and independence. 

Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBSUSA‘1 to learn more, apply for 

membership, and contact your local coordinator to get involved. 


The John Birch Society | JBS 


a org 


Us . * 
rmanrzenr 


THU TUE | 


End of the UN? 
Americans Are Waking Up 


The United Nations was once almost universally 
favorably regarded in the United States. But those 
days are long gone, and calls to get the U.S. out of 
the UN are growing louder. 

(April 15, 2024) TNA240415 


CHECK OUT 
OUR OTHER |) 
ISSUES! | 


‘ 


Marjorie Taylor 
Greene: Today and 
Every Day Is 1776 


Leftists deride Representative 
Marjorie Taylor Greene and 
constitutionalists applaud her. 
In this exclusive interview, 
MTG does not mince words and 
shows why.(March 25, 2024) 
TNA240325 


Border Showdown 


The border crisis has become 
the number one election year 
issue, triggering a standoff in 
Texas and an impeachment in 
Washington.(March 11, 2024) 
TNA240311 


America's Political 
Prisoners 


Oath Keeper Kelly Meggs is one 
of hundreds of U.S. citizens 
languishing in federal prisons. 
His story is an example of the 
political persecution they all 
endure. (February 12, 2024) 
TNA240212 


Phasing Out 
America 


As Western governments 
pledged ever-more suicidal 
“climate” policies at the UN 
COP28 summit, the communist, 
socialist, and Islamic regimes 
of the world made oil deals. 
(January 29, 2024) TNA240129 


Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org or call 1-800-342-6491 


Congressman Andy 
Biggs: Sounding 
the Alarm 


Representative Andy Biggs 
speaks candidly about many 
of the issues facing our 
country, including Biden’s 
corruption, immigration, and 
China. (January 15, 2024) 
TNA240115 


Order Online 


a Me 
COVER 
STORY mee cites 


AMERICANS ARE WAKING UP 


e APRIL 15, 2024 


by Steve Byas 


GG T= United Nations long ago 
reached its sell-by date,” 
wrote National Review col- 

umnist Noah Rothman for NR Daily re- 

cently, arguing for the United States to 
withdraw from the organization. 

Of course, this has been the view of 
The John Birch Society (the parent organ- 
ization of The New American) since its 
founding in 1958. On the other hand, 
calling for the American exit from the 
UN has been a position that relatively 
few, even on the more conservative side 
of American politics, have taken until re- 
cently. In fact, the JBS position was dis- 
missed as wrong — even extreme — by 
magazines such as National Review. 

To be fair, the UN and its agencies 
have been criticized by National Review 
in the past. For example, in 2018, Jimmy 
Quinn, the magazine’s national security 
correspondent, castigated the UN Human 
Rights Council (UNHRC) for including 
Cuba, Russia, and China as members 
while criticizing Israel’s human rights 
record. Quinn condemned the hypocrisy 
of the UNHRC for its failure to issue a 
resolution against Communist China, de- 
spite it holding an estimated one million 
political prisoners. But calling for actual 
withdrawal from the UN is new, and long 
overdue. 

What precipitated this change of heart? 
The revelation that employees of the UN 
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) “di- 
rectly supported and even participated in 
the massacre, torture, and kidnapping of 
thousands of Israelis on October 7, 2023” 
was apparently too much for Rothman 
and his editors at National Review. 

Rothman charged that the UN “appears 
to exist for the benefit of terrorist organi- 
zations and their sponsors,” and rejected 
the protests by UN officials that they 
were “shocked” to learn an estimated 13 
members of UNRWA staff were part of 
“kidnapping Israeli women, hiding cap- 
tives from Israelis, distributing ammuni- 
tion to terrorists, and even participating 
in the massacre of civilians.” 

Rothman also castigated the Interna- 
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The U.N. Is Worthless 


By NOAH ROTHMAN 
October 10, 2023 3:36 PM 
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The United Nations Charter devotes twelve articles to preventing and 


responding to “threats to” and “breaches of the peace” and “acts of 


aggression,” All of them are worthless, 


About time: For those familiar with the history of National Review's support for international 
involvement in foreign conflicts and its support for continued U.S. membership in the United 
Nations, it came as a Surprise recently when National Review said the time had come for the 


United States to pull out of the UN. 


tional Court of Justice (part of the UN), 
which agreed with the charges brought 
by the leftist government of South Africa 
that Israel was on a campaign of genocide 
in Gaza in its retaliatory response to the 
unprovoked attack of October 7. 

He added that the UNHRC has white- 
washed “acts of antisemitism” for dec- 
ades. “It attacks Israel with monomania- 
cal frequency.” Another UN agency, the 
United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organization, “drafts reso- 
lutions that refer to Israeli sites by their 
Arabic names,” while the General As- 
sembly, made up of all member nations 
of the UN, “exists only to empower the 
world’s worst regimes,” Rothman argued. 

Finally, Rothman asked, “What is the 
point of the United Nations?” 

Answering his own question, he said, 
“It serves only to lend diplomatic cover 
to rogue states, revisionist great powers, 
and the terroristic non-state actors in their 
orbit.” Furthermore, he added, “It absorbs 
exorbitant sums of the American taxpay- 
ers’ dollars only to spit in their faces.” 

Rothman concluded his hard-hitting 


piece by saying the UN is “worse than 
worthless” and an “illegitimate institu- 
tion. That’s a bad deal. It’s time to cut 
our losses.” 


They’re Catching On! 

Nor is National Review senior writer 
Noah Rothman the only one who has 
caught on to the idea that the UN is 
“worse than worthless” and that the Unit- 
ed States should leave the organization. 
For example, the New York Post made 
many of the same arguments in one of 
its articles. 

Rejecting the plea of UN Secretary- 
General Antonio Guterres to not allow 
the recent actions of the handful of em- 
ployees who participated in the attack on 
Israel to represent the UN as a whole, 
or even the UNRWA, the Post retorted, 
“Sorry. No way UNRWA can be trusted 
with that work, nor any organization as- 
sociated with the anti-Israel, antisemitic, 
terror-supporting United Nations, which 
has essentially sided with the terrorists.” 

The Post also rejected the pleas of 
White House National Security Com- 
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Job security: Philippe Lazzarini, the commissioner-general of the UNRWA, held a press 
conference in early March in an attempt to downplay the UN’s role in the October 7 terrorist 
attack on Israel. He argued that defunding the UNRWA would only “foment hatred.” 


munications Advisor John Kirby, who 
said, “Let’s not impugn the good work of 
a whole agency because of the potential 
bad actions here by a small number.” 

“Sorry,” the paper responded, “but, 
again, it’s not just 13 — it’s the whole 
agency. And the UN itself.” 

“This body,” the Post added, “is not 
a force for good in the world. Not by a 
long shot. Without wholesale reform, and 
Guterres gone, it doesn’t deserve another 
nickel of U.S. taxpayer money.” 

Actually, the UN doesn’t deserve anoth- 
er penny of U.S. taxpayer money regard- 
less of what cosmetic “reforms” the body 
were to make and the ouster of Guterres. 
The UN has been horrible since its incep- 
tion, regardless of who is secretary-gener- 
al. The first secretary-general of the UN, 
American Alger Hiss, was later uncovered 
as a spy for the Soviet Union. 

The solution is not “reform,” as Fox 
News commentator Sean Hannity said 
recently, in calling for the United States 
to “get out of all these globalist organi- 
zations.” This is the same Hannity who, 
during the administration of President 
George W. Bush, often cited UN resolu- 
tions as sufficient justification to go to 
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war in the Middle East. Hannity is an- 
other example of a political commentator 
who has seen the light, as it were, regard- 
ing the UN. 

Some U.S. politicians have been 
calling for cutting off U.S. funding to 
the UN, such as Senators Ted Cruz (R- 
Texas), Tim Scott (R-S.C.), and Rand 
Paul (R-Ky.). Paul’s father, former Rep- 
resentative Ron Paul (R-Texas), fre- 
quently introduced legislation to remove 
the United States from the international 
body. Senator Mike Lee (R-Utah) and 
Representative Chip Roy (R-Texas) have 
also introduced legislation to disengage 
entirely from the UN. 

Representative Marjorie Taylor Greene 
(R-Ga.) has recently added her name to 
a growing list of co-sponsors of H.R. 
6645 (the DEFUND Act), which would 
terminate U.S. membership in the Unit- 
ed Nations and all affiliated bodies. In 
an interview with The New American, 
Greene said that co-sponsoring a bill to 
get out of the UN was, to her, “a no-brain- 
er. We need to get out of the UN. I’ve 
also co-sponsored legislation to defund 
WHO [the World Health Organization]. 
It makes sense. These are global entities 
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that do not serve the interests of the Unit- 
ed States and are oftentimes controlled 
by our enemies.” She added, “As soon as 
I saw that bill, I said, sign me up.” 

Representative Andy Biggs (R-Ariz.) 
is a longtime critic of the UN who pro- 
posed legislation in 2022 calling for 
U.S. withdrawal from the World Health 
Organization. He recently explained his 
support for leaving the UN itself: “You 
give up your sovereignty to the United 
Nations, and the UN is not a friend to the 
U.S. It has undermined us repeatedly.” 

Step by step, conservatives are catch- 
ing on to the fact that the United States 
needs to get out of the UN — the position 
long held by The John Birch Society, a 
position that no longer seems on the po- 
litical fringe but mainstream, at least so 
far as GOP politics are concerned. 


CPAC 2024 

Consider a seemingly surprising devel- 
opment in the battle to save America’s 
independence that took place at the 2024 
Conservative Political Action Confer- 
ence. CPAC, which has been holding an- 
nual meetings in the Washington, D.C., 
area since 1974, has featured some very 
good speakers, but since it is sponsored 
by the likes of Human Events and Na- 
tional Review, it has often tended toward 
a neoconservative view on foreign policy 
and foreign military interventions. 

In fact, after the 2011 CPAC meeting, 
The John Birch Society was removed 
from the list of sponsoring organizations 
and was no longer welcome at CPAC. This 
was partly in response to the JBS promot- 
ing a book by then-JBS president John 
McManus that was critical of National 
Review founder William F. Buckley, Jr. 

But last year the JBS was welcomed 
back, and this year, CPAC adopted the 
JBS-friendly theme “Where Globalism 
Goes to Die.” Several speakers added 
their voices to that message. 

As in years past, U.K. Brexit leader 
Nigel Farage was a featured speaker. He 
told the audience that CPAC was part of an 
international movement, remarking, “The 
globalists, by trying to take away our na- 
tional sovereignty, trying to take away our 
national democracy, and ultimately, trying 
to take away our individual freedoms and 
liberties, has forced us all together into 
this new movement in the most remark- 
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able way.... We want international coop- 
eration. We want common sense. We want 
it within the framework of the nation state, 
not within the framework of the European 
Union, or the increasingly appalling World 
Health Organization.” 

The World Health Organization was 
specifically condemned in a resolution 
passed at CPAC for its efforts, “in coor- 
dination with the Biden Administration, 
the Chinese Communist Party, and the 
Gates Foundation, to surrender national 
sovereignty to a de-facto global govern- 
ment through a radically revised public 
health treaty.” 

CPAC organizer Mercedes Schlapp 
told the crowd, “We are not going to let 
the globalists take over this country. They 
are done.” 

Representative Matt Gaetz (R-Fla.) 
was met with thunderous applause dur- 
ing his fiery speech when he said, “If you 
want to send aid to Israel, fine. Pay for it 
by defunding the United Nations. I want 
the UN to be zeroed out in our budget. 
The U.S. should be out of the UN, and the 
UN should be out of the U.S.” 

These anti-UN political leaders are not 
bucking the “grassroots” of the Repub- 
lican Party. Many conservative activists 
both in and out of the GOP have long used 
anti-UN and anti-globalist language, and 
this is now becoming more mainstream. 
For example, the Iowa Republican Party 
platform recently stated, “We believe the 
United States should never sacrifice its 
sovereignty or relinquish control of its 
soil or its citizens to the United Nations 
or any other international body. We be- 
lieve our armed forces should only serve 
the United States, our Constitution, and 
the American flag.” 

In Texas, the Republican platform 
calls the UN “a detriment to the sov- 
ereignty of the United States and other 
countries.” Because of this, Texas Re- 
publicans called for pulling out of the 
UN, and the removal of the UN from 
U.S. soil. The platform also included 
rejection of all Agenda 21 and Agenda 
2030 policies and programs, support for 
the withdrawal from the UN Arms Trade 
Treaty, and the prohibition of any global 
pandemic treaty that would “infringe on 
our national sovereignty.” 

Opposition to the UN is also being re- 
flected among Americans as a whole. For 
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Americans must understand that reforming the UN is not 
the solution. The United States simply needs to leave the 
organization, and expel it from U.S. soil. 


example, opinion polls have repeatedly 
found that Americans are highly dissatis- 
fied with the UN, and a September 2022 
poll of 15 countries by Friedrich-Ebert-Stif- 
tung and YouGov found the United States 
had the highest level of public support for 
less involvement in the global body. 


Reform Is Not the Solution 
Americans must understand that reform- 
ing the UN is not the solution. The United 
States simply needs to leave the organi- 
zation, and expel it from U.S. soil. John 
Foster Dulles, one of the architects of the 
League of Nations that President Wood- 
row Wilson tried to impose — unsuccess- 
fully — on America after the First World 
War, desired a world government and saw 
the UN as the best vehicle to achieve it. 

“T have never seen any proposal made 
for world government,” Dulles said, that 
could not be carried out “either by the 
United Nations or under the United Na- 
tions charter.” 

But getting rid of the UN — as impor- 


tant and positive a step as that would be 
— would not be the ultimate solution to 
the problem. There are many other organ- 
izations — such as the World Economic 
Forum — that would continue the global- 
ist agenda. 

Some argue that the UN could be re- 
placed with a world government mod- 
eled after the American constitutional 
republic, with a separation of powers, 
checks and balances, limited govern- 
ment, respect for human rights, and the 
free-enterprise system. 

There are two problems with this opti- 
mistic scenario. First, any world govern- 
ment would, by its very nature, be antithet- 
ical to the concept of limited government. 
Even if we could get James Madison to 
write a constitution for a world govern- 
ment, we know that such a government 
would not remain limited for long. 

Frank Chodorov, the editor of The Free- 
man, wrote in 1955, “The tendency of 
government to expand upon its power and 
its prerogatives is inherent in it simply be- 


On shaky ground: UN Secretary-General Anténio Guterres has found himself and his globalist 
organization on the defensive recently, with increasing calls for the UN to be defunded. 
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STORY mez viens 


Mike Lee 


Globalists argue that world government is needed to 
solve worldwide challenges such as “climate change” 
and promote “world peace.” But if a government is 
powerful enough to impose “world peace,” it is powerful 
enough to impose world tyranny. 


cause it is composed of men.... Therefore, 
the concern of society, particularly in the 
last few centuries, has been to find some 
way to keep government within bounds.” 
He explained, “Thus came constitutional- 
ism. Thus came the idea that to safeguard 
freedom ... it is necessary to keep govern- 
ment small, so that it can be subject to 
constant surveillance, and poor, so that it 
cannot get out of hand.” 

Of course, the UN by definition is any- 
thing but small. 

Globalists argue that world govern- 
ment is needed to solve worldwide chal- 
lenges such as “climate change” and pro- 
mote “world peace.” But if a government 
is powerful enough to impose “world 
peace,” it is powerful enough to impose 
world tyranny. And, while there are with- 


viduals and more power for globalists who 
support an organization such as the UN. 

Globalists such as the late David Rock- 
efeller were really quite open about their 
intentions. In his 2002 autobiography 
Memoirs, Rockefeller said of attacks by 
“ideological extremists” on his family, 
“Some even believe we are part of a secret 
cabal working against the best interests of 
the United States, characterizing my fam- 
ily and me as ‘internationalists’ and of 
conspiring with others around the world 
to build a more integrated global political 
and economic structure — one world, if 
you will. If that’s 
the charge, I stand 
guilty, and I am 
proud of it.” 

It should not 
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Matt Gaetz 


Waking up: Senator Mike Lee (R-Utah) and 
Representative Matt Gaetz (R-Fla.) are among 
the increasing number of congressmen 
supporting an end to U.S. membership in the 
United Nations. 


the attack upon Israel to open the eyes of 
folks at National Review and commenta- 
tors such as Sean Hannity. They should 
have realized long ago that the continued 
existence of the UN and U.S. membership 
in it is like a dagger aimed at the heart of 
America, threatening our constitutional 
republic and our liberties. 

Certainly, The John Birch Society un- 
derstood the UN threat long ago (see page 
17). Past efforts to warn America of the 
UN threat over many years have not only 
created formidable resistance against 
UN empowerment, but have also led to 
today’s great awakening — and getting 
the United States out now seems more 
realistic than ever. Ml 
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@ Additional copies of this issue of The 
New American are available at quantity- 
discount prices. To place your order, visit 
www.shopjbs.org. 


have taken the de- 
spicable actions 
of UN employees 
participating in 


out doubt many well-meaning advocates 
of actions to mitigate the alleged human 
impact on the climate, all the proposed so- 
lutions offered mean less freedom for indi- 
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Legislation to Get US Out! of the UN 


The DEFUND Act, now pending in both the House and the Senate, would terminate U.S. 
membership in the United Nations and other formally affiliated bodies. 


by Peter Rykowski 


he United Nations is one of the greatest threats to American 

freedom and independence. From its very foundation in the 

waning months of WWII, the main purpose of the global 

body has been to serve as the foundation of — and incrementally 
build up to — a nascent one-world government. 

Nearly 80 years after the UN’s founding, this fact is becoming 
increasingly apparent. For example, the global body is aggressively 
urging implementation of Agenda 2030, its master plan for taking 
full control of every aspect of society via extreme environmental 
policies. Meanwhile, UN affiliates and other related agencies such 


Peter Rykowski is a research associate for The John Birch Society, manages JBS's 
legislative alerts, and is editor of the JBS Bulletin. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


as the World Health Organization and World Trade Organization 
are tightening their grip over their member nations. Here at home, 
the permanent federal bureaucracy and the establishment of both 
political parties — all heavily influenced by the globalist Council 
on Foreign Relations — have for decades pushed for gradually 
merging the United States into this emerging world government. 

Thankfully, some members of Congress are pushing back 
against the erosion of U.S. sovereignty by introducing legislation 
to withdraw the United States from the UN. 


The DEFUND Act 

H.R. 6645 and S. 3428, titled the Disengaging Entirely From the 
United Nations Debacle (DEFUND) Act, were respectively intro- 
duced in the 118th Congress on December 6, 2023 by Represen- 
tative Chip Roy (R-Texas) and Senator Mike Lee (R-Utah). Co- 
sponsors as of late March included Representatives Mike Rogers 
(R-Ala.), Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), Diana Harshbarger (R-Tenn.), 
Anna Paulina Luna (R-Fla.), Harriet Hageman (R-Wyo.), and Mar- 
jorie Taylor Greene (R-Ga.), as well as Senators Marsha Blackburn 
(R-Tenn.) and Mike Braun (R-Ind.). 

H.R. 6645 and S. 3428 are identical and, as mentioned above, 
would restore U.S. sovereignty by withdrawing the United States 
from the UN and its affiliated agencies. Section 2 of the legisla- 
tion would repeal the United Nations Participation Act of 1945, 
which established U.S. membership in the UN; direct the U.S. 
president to “terminate all membership by the United States in the 
United Nations, and in any organ, specialized agency, commission, 
or other formally affiliated body”; and close the U.S. Mission to 
the United Nations. 

However, the DEFUND Act does not stop there. For example, 
it would repeal the United Nations Headquarters Agreement Act, 
thus evicting the UN from its headquarters in New York City, and 
prohibit any U.S. funding for the UN and its affiliated organiza- 
tions — saving American taxpayers more than $18 billion per year. 

The legislation would prohibit U.S. participation in UN peace- 
keeping operations, ban the use of U.S. government property by 
the UN, and revoke diplomatic immunity for UN entities and em- 
ployees. It would also specifically rescind U.S. membership in the 
World Health Organization, and broadly “end any participation in 
any conventions and agreements with the United Nations” and its 
affiliates. 

Finally, the DEFUND Act would ensure the retention of U.S. 
sovereignty by prohibiting the president from unilaterally entering 
into agreements with the UN or its affiliates. 

In a December 7 press release announcing the legislation, Rep- 
resentative Roy stated, “This year, the United Nations’ corruption, 
and its despicable, brazen political agenda have been on full dis- 
play.... The UN doesn’t deserve one single dime of American tax- 
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payer money or one bit of our support; we 
should defund it and leave immediately.” 

Senator Lee stated, “No more blank 
checks for the United Nations. Americans’ 
hard-earned dollars have been funneled into 
initiatives that fly in the face of our values 
— enabling tyrants, betraying allies, and 
spreading bigotry. With the DEFUND Act, 
we’re stepping away from this debacle.” 

Meanwhile, The Salt Lake Tribune la- 
mented that Lee used “some of the same 
arguments to support the bill that the far- 
right John Birch Society first employed,” 
alluding to the decades-long work of the 
parent organization of The New Ameri- 
can to withdraw from the UN and educate 
Americans about the global body’s threat 
to U.S. sovereignty and freedom. 

This is not the first time UN-with- 
drawal legislation has been introduced. 
Such proposals in Congress stretch at 
least as far back as 1962, when Repre- 
sentative James Utt (R-Calif.) introduced 
H.R. 9567, “a bill to rescind and revoke 
membership of the United States in the 
United Nations and the specialized agen- 
cies thereof and to repeal the Immunities 
Act relative thereto.” 

Later, in the early 1980s, Representa- 
tive Larry McDonald (D-Ga.) — who also 
served as chairman of The John Birch Soci- 
ety — introduced and advocated the United 
Nations Termination Act. Representative 
Ron Paul (R-Texas), another leading propo- 
nent of getting us out of the UN, regularly 
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introduced the legislation in the 1990s and 
2000s, with other representatives such as 
Bob Stump (R-Ariz.) and Paul Broun (R- 
Ga.) also introducing it at different times. 
The bill was most recently introduced 
by Representative Rogers in 2022 as the 
American Sovereignty Restoration Act. 

However, although UN-withdrawal leg- 
islation has been repeatedly introduced in 
the House of Representatives, this is the 
first time it has been introduced in the Sen- 
ate. Although a lot more work is needed to 
accomplish full UN withdrawal, this devel- 
opment is a testament to the awakening of 
the American public to the dangers of UN 
membership. 


Taking Action to Get US Out! 

The DEFUND Act comes at a critical time. 
The UN is preparing for its “Summit of 
the Future” in New York City on Septem- 
ber 22-23, 2024, when it will attempt to 
“move towards a reinvigorated multilateral 
system” at the expense of its member na- 
tions’ sovereignty. This brazen power grab 
would potentially include implementing 
Agenda 2030 and its proposed “Emer- 
gency Platform” that would allow the UN 
to unilaterally exert power over countries 
and citizens under the guise of addressing 
“global emergencies.” Meanwhile, as The 
New American has previously covered, UN 
agencies including — but certainly not lim- 
ited to — the World Health Organization, 
International Maritime Organization, and 
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International Monetary Fund are working 
to implement their own power grabs. 

There is much that Americans can do 
to avert the incorporation of the United 
States into an emerging UN world gov- 
ernment. For example, all Americans can 
contact or meet with their U.S. represen- 
tative and senators to inform them about 
the dangers of UN membership and urge 
them to support the DEFUND Act. These 
efforts should not be limited to members 
of Congress, since state and local offi- 
cials, who often eventually enter Con- 
gress themselves, can enact legislation 
hampering UN initiatives. Just as im- 
portant — if not more so — is educat- 
ing fellow citizens about the UN’s threat 
to American freedom, which will in turn 
generate greater pressure on Congress to 
withdraw. 

Although these actions can be taken in- 
dividually, they are far more effective when 
done in a concerted manner through a na- 
tional organization, namely The John Birch 
Society. Founded in 1958, the JBS and its 
members have worked tirelessly to defend 
American freedom and independence, in- 
cluding by ending U.S. membership in the 
UN through its Get US Out! campaign. 

These efforts are already bearing fruit. 
For example, last year, Tennessee law- 
makers enacted legislation banning state 
agencies and local governments from 
implementing programs “originating in, 
or traceable to, the United Nations or a 
subsidiary entity of the United Nations,” 
including Agenda 21/2030 and the UN’s 
“proposal to reach net zero emissions by 
2050.” Alabama enacted similar legislation 
in 2012, while other states and localities 
have introduced or enacted anti-UN legis- 
lation in recent years. 

Rather than agreeing to remain a mem- 
ber of — and provide billions of dollars 
in funding to — an organization that is 
antithetical to the American system of 
government, Congress must act to re- 
store U.S. sovereignty and defend what 
the Founding Fathers 
worked to establish. And 
it’s up to ordinary citi- 
zens — through building 
an educated electorate — [li]. 
to ensure that our leaders 
uncompromisingly de- 
fend our Republic and 
God-given freedoms. Hf 
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BLAZING THE [TRAIL TO GET US OUT! 


The John Birch Society launched its long-range campaign to Get US Out! of the UN in the 
early 1960s, and over time has set the stage for today’s widespread anti-UN sentiment. 


by Gary Benoit 


he current wave of anti-UN senti- 
ment in America is not just a result 
of the world body’s recent actions, 
such as its complicity in anti-Jewish ter- 
rorism. For generations, concerned Ameri- 
cans who believe in a free and independent 
United States of America have warned that 
the United Nations is a dangerous, sov- 
ereignty-destroying, world-government 
trap, and that the United States needs to 
exit this trap before it becomes hopelessly 
ensnared. 

Early efforts to get the United States 
out of the UN were launched by The 
John Birch Society not long after its 1958 
founding under the rallying cry “Get US 
Out!’ At the time, the UN was still almost 
universally regarded as mankind’s last, 
best hope for peace. But that has long 
ceased to be the case, thanks largely to 
JBS efforts. 


Gary Benoit is _ editor-in-chief 
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A Look Back 

At the founding meeting of the JBS in 
December 1958, founder Robert Welch 
warned that part of the subversive plan to 
bring about communist tyranny was “to 
induce the gradual surrender of American 
sovereignty, piece by piece and step by 
step, to various international organizations 
— of which the United Nations is the out- 
standing but far from the only example.” 
A little more than three years later, in the 
January 1962 JBS Bulletin, Welch formal- 
ly announced the Society’s “long-range 
project” to get the United States out of 
the UN. At the time he noted that the UN 
“should not be reformed, but abolished.” 
He added, “You don’t reform the rats and 
fleas that spread the bubonic plague, you 
wipe ’em out.” 

Inappropriately harsh words? Not 
considering the atrocities that the UN 
was committing at the time in its war 
against the anti-communist province of 
Katanga in the Congo, where the UN’s 
“peacekeeping” forces bombed hospi- 
tals, destroyed churches, and slaughtered 


The past is prologue: When this sign was 
erected decades ago, the exhortation must 
have struck many passersby as outlandish and 
unachievable. But the goal seems far more 
realistic today, in large part because of many 
years of grassroots activism such as that by 
the valiant patriots shown here. 


women and children. So horrific were 
these atrocities that the 46 doctors of 
the Katangan capital of Elisabethville, 
by unanimous action, sent telegrams to 
world leaders decrying the atrocities. 
One telegram implored them “to stop 
the terrorist bombardment of hospitals 
and civilian populations by U.N.O. [the 
United Nations Organization].” 

The UN, Welch believed, was funda- 
mentally flawed, and “reforming” it was 
not the answer in the early 1960s, just as 
it is not the answer today. 

But how was Welch able to recognize 
early on that “reform” was not the answer? 
It was neither guesswork nor a crystal ball, 
but an honest study of the UN’s own histor- 
ical record, that led him to his harsh assess- 
ment of the UN. Let us now briefly survey 
what was known about the UN when the 
JBS launched its campaign in January 1962 
to get the United States out of the UN. 

* Communist influence: When the San 
Francisco Conference was held in June 
1945 to establish the UN, the secretary- 
general was U.S. State Department official 
Alger Hiss, who was a secret Soviet espio- 
nage agent. Though this was unknown in 
1945, it was widely known by 1950, when 
he was convicted of perjury in connection 
with his communist activities, after the 
statute of limitations had expired. Nor was 
Hiss the only American communist at the 
San Francisco Conference. In the Ameri- 
can delegation there were others, including 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Harry 
Dexter White, who led the American del- 
egation at the earlier Bretton Woods Con- 
ference. Out of Bretton Woods emerged the 
International Monetary Fund and the World 
Bank, both UN specialized agencies. 
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Ahead of the curve: Robert Welch, shown here in 1962, warned about the scheme to transfer 
U.S. sovereignty to the UN and other international organizations at The John Birch Society’s 
founding meeting in 1958. 


American communists were influential 
not only in the formation of the UN, but in 
its operation. In 1952, U.S. Senator James 
Eastman observed during Senate Judiciary 
Committee hearings, “I am appalled at the 
extensive evidence indicating that there is 
today in the UN among the American em- 
ployees there, the greatest concentration 
of Communists that this Committee has 
ever encountered.... These people occupy 
high positions.” 

¢ Globalist vision: The UN Charter, 
which was signed at the conclusion of 
the San Francisco Conference and went 
into effect on October 24, 1945, created 
an organization that was not (yet) a world 
government but could be developed into 
one over time. John Foster Dulles, another 
member of the American delegation to the 
San Francisco Conference, acknowledged 
this in his 1950 book War or Peace: “The 
United Nations represents not a final stage 
in the development of world order, but 
only a primitive stage,” he wrote. “There- 
fore its primary task is to create the con- 
ditions which will make possible a more 
highly developed organization,” including 
“a world police force.” 

Not that the UN, as “primitive” as it 
might have been after its founding, did 
not already possess a certain amount of 
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clout. Consider the UN Charter’s Article 
25, which states, “The Members of the 
United Nations agree to accept and carry 
out the decisions of the Security Council 
in accordance with the present Charter.” 
And Article 43: “All Members of the 
United Nations, in order to contribute to 
the maintenance of international peace 
and security, undertake to make available 
to the Security Council, on its call and 
in accordance with a special agreement 
or agreements, armed forces, assistance, 
and facilities, including rights of passage, 
necessary for the purpose of maintain- 
ing international peace and security.” In 
1950, the UN Security Council, not the 
U.S. Congress, provided the authoriza- 
tion for America’s entry into the Korean 
War. Though approved by the executive 
branch of U.S. government, the Security 
Council’s action transgressed the consti- 
tutionally authorized power of the U.S. 
Congress to declare war and placed the 
American deployment in Korea under UN 
command. 

Then there’s Article 53, which authorizes 
the Security Council to utilize “regional 
arrangements ... for enforcement action 
under its [the Security Council’s] author- 
ity.” NATO, which was established in 1949, 
is such a regional arrangement. NATO’s 
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North Atlantic Treaty begins by stating, 
“The Parties to this Treaty reaffirm their 
faith in the purposes and principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations.” This treaty 
also acknowledges that it “does not affect, 
and shall not be interpreted as affecting in 
any way ... the primary responsibility of 
the Security Council for the maintenance 
of international peace and security.” Re- 
garding NATO’s subservient role, it states, 
“The Parties [to the North Atlantic Treaty] 
agree that an armed attack against one or 
more of them ... shall be considered an 
attack against them all and consequently 
they agree that, if such an armed attack oc- 
curs, each of them ... will assist the Party 
or Parties so attacked.” This principle of 
collective security purportedly commits 
the United States to come to the aid of any 
NATO nation that might be attacked, re- 
gardless of what the wishes of Congress or 
the American people may be. 

Dulles was not engaging in hyperbole 
when he wrote in War or Peace, “I have 
never seen any proposal made for col- 
lective security with ‘teeth’ in it, or for 
‘world government’ or for ‘world federa- 
tion,’ which could not be carried out either 
by the United Nations or under the United 
Nations Charter.” Of course, this was by 
design. Dulles had been working to bring 
about global governance long before he 
helped to create the UN. He was a found- 
ing member of the world-government-pro- 
moting Council on Foreign Relations in 
1921, the establishment powerhouse that 
boasted among its membership many oth- 
ers who participated in the San Francisco 
Conference, including the aforementioned 
Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter White. After 
the UN’s establishment, Dulles continued 
to trumpet the globalist cause, including as 
U.S. Secretary of State from 1953 to 1959. 

¢ Betrayal by leaders: Without strong 
backing by the U.S. government, the UN 
could never hope to become the seat of a 
world government composed of subservi- 
ent nation states, any more than the post- 
World War I League of Nations could have 
succeeded in its global vision after the U.S. 
Senate rejected U.S. membership in the 
league. After all, the UN does not possess 
the power to impose its dictates on the Unit- 
ed States — unless U.S. policymakers sup- 
port global government and transfer power 
to the UN, as well as to related internation- 
alist agencies and arrangements. 
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Could that ever happen? Consider this 
early step: On September 25, 1961, Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy submitted a three- 
stage disarmament plan to the UN Gen- 
eral Assembly titled Freedom From War: 
The United States Program for General 
and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful 
World. In his address, he told the assembly, 
“T ... propose on the basis of this Plan, that 
disarmament negotiations resume prompt- 
ly, and continue without interruption until 
an entire program for general and complete 
disarmament has not only been agreed but 
has actually been achieved.” 

What JFK and his State Department 
wanted to achieve was not the elimination 
of all weapons (an impossibility anyway) 
but “international control” of weaponry, as 
the Freedom From War State Department 
document explained: “The over-all goal of 
the United States is ... a world which has 
achieved general and complete disarma- 
ment under effective international control; 
and a world in which adjustment to change 
takes place in accordance with the prin- 
ciples of the United Nations.” 

To achieve this goal, Freedom From War 
called for “The disbanding of all national 
armed forces and the prohibition of their re- 
establishment in any form whatsoever other 
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Stalled for decades: When President John F. Kennedy 


than those required to preserve internal 
order and for contributions to a United Na- 
tions Peace Force,” and “The elimination 
from national arsenals of all armaments, 
including all weapons of mass destruction 
and the means for their delivery, other than 
those required for a United Nations Peace 
Force and for maintaining internal order.” 
The plan provided for the gradual dis- 
armament of nations and simultaneous 
strengthening of the UN over three succes- 
sive stages. In the third stage, “progressive 
controlled disarmament and continuously 
developing principles and procedures 
of international law would proceed to a 
point where no state would have the mili- 
tary power to challenge the progressively 
strengthened U.N. Peace Force.” 


Then and Now 

Freedom From War was official govern- 
ment policy, and so far as we know the 
plan originally presented therein was never 
formally withdrawn, though in April 1962 
it was expanded upon in another State 
Department disarmament document titled 
Blueprint for the Peace Race: Outline of 
Basic Provisions of a Treaty on General 
and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful 
World. 
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(at podium) submitted the Freedom From 
War plan to the UN General Assembly in 1961, he could not have expected that the JBS would 
reprint the plan and that members would distribute it to expose it. More than six decades later, 
the UN still does not possess the powerful UN army the plan called for. 
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If the UN had acquired the military 
power originally called for in Freedom 
From War, the United States and other 
nations would no longer be independent 
— or free. Of course, these many years 
later, the UN has yet to amass such power, 
but the JBS has had much to do with pre- 
venting this fate from befalling us. In 
the same January 1962 JBS Bulletin in 
which Robert Welch launched the Get US 
Out! campaign, he also urged members 
to order copies of Freedom From War 
from the U.S. government printing office 
to expose the game plan. When members 
were informed that the document was out 
of print, the JBS reprinted it (as a gov- 
ernment document, it was in the public 
domain) and distributed it widely to wake 
up the American people and get them in- 
volved in the freedom movement. 

Over the years, the JBS has spread the 
word about the UN threat in many ways, 
from books to pamphlets, and from bum- 
per stickers to billboards. This decades- 
long undertaking has not only awakened 
millions, but has also made the road to 
world government exceedingly more dif- 
ficult for the globalist cabal pursuing it. 
As longtime Council on Foreign Rela- 

tions member Richard N. Gardner put 

it in his April 1974 article “The Hard 

Road to World Order” in the CFR jour- 

nal Foreign Affairs, “The ‘house of 

world order’ will have to be built from 
the bottom up rather than from the top 
down.... An end run around national 
sovereignty, eroding it piece by piece, 
will accomplish much more than the old- 
fashioned frontal assault.” 

The “piece by piece” approach, which 
is being aggressively pursued today, envi- 
sions the various pieces — from the IMF 
and the World Bank, to the World Health 
Organization and the UN environmental 
regime, to NATO and the EU — being 
strengthened and fitted together in the de- 
veloping new world order to form a full- 
fledged world government overseeing the 
various nation states. 

It is of course true that the JBS Get US 
Out! campaign has not (yet) gotten the 
U.S. out of the UN. But it has undoubt- 
edly significantly delayed globalist plans. 
Moreover, it has effectively set the stage 
for today’s vibrant calls to Get US Out! that 
no longer seem on the fringe of American 
political discourse, but mainstream. Hi 
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ALEXEI NAVALNY 


The Color Revolution That Wasnt? 


Alexei Navalny was portrayed in the West as an underdog fighting Putin’s corruption, but 
was he merely a bought-and-paid-for asset of the American government and NGOs? 


meter 


Tragedy: Alexei Navalny’s demise was tragic, not only because of the loss for his family, but also 
because it was at the behest of the United States that Navalny took the path that eventually led to 


his imprisonment and death. 


by Angeline Tan 


n February 16, 47-year-old Rus- 
()i« lawyer and political activist 

Alexei Navalny collapsed and 
died in a prison colony north of the Arc- 
tic circle, where he was serving a 19-year 
sentence under Russian laws for “extrem- 
ist activities.” On March 1, Navalny’s 
funeral took place in Moscow, with his 
casket taken to the Borisov Cemetery. He 
is survived by his wife, Yulia, and two 
children. 

According to Russian prison authori- 
ties, Navalny suddenly “felt ill” after a 
walk and collapsed, with efforts to resusci- 
tate him failing. Speculation arose online 
that Navalny’s death bore the marks of a 
“KGB heart punch,” while government- 


Angeline Tan is a contributor to The New American. 
She has a background in international relations and 
history, and enjoys writing about current affairs and 


sociocultural trends. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


backed news outlet Russia Today (RT) 
claims it was told Navalny died as the re- 
sult of a blood clot, matching a statement 
by Ukrainian intelligence chief Kyrylo 
Budanov. 

American politicians were quick to ac- 
cuse Russia of murdering Navalny. Presi- 
dent Joe Biden alleged that while “we 
don’t know exactly what happened ... 
there is no doubt that the death of Naval- 
ny was a consequence of something that 
[Russian President Vladimir] Putin and his 
thugs did.” Vice President Kamala Harris 
claimed that “Russia is responsible” for 
the activist’s death. This is probably true, 
but the outrage being ginned up is aimed at 
exploiting his death for political purposes 
in a larger geopolitical chess game. 

U.S. Senator Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) 
suggested that Navalny’s death was not an 
accident, even before medical examiners 
had determined the cause. Graham, who 
on several occasions has urged for the as- 
sassination of Russian President Vladimir 


Putin, pinned the blame for Navalny’s 
passing on the Russian leader personally. 
“Let’s make Russia a state sponsor of ter- 
rorism under U.S. law. Let’s make them 
pay a price for killing Navalny,” he told 
CBS’ Face the Nation, claiming that he 
already discussed the idea with two Dem- 
ocratic senators. 

On February 23, the United States 
sanctioned another 500 people and enti- 
ties linked to Russia, including financial 
executives and prison officials. Biden said 
that the sanctions list would also encom- 
pass “individuals connected to Navalny’s 
imprisonment.” 


Who Was Alexei Navalny? 

With all the hype surrounding Navalny’s 
mysterious death, and with Kyiv’s West- 
ern backers calling for more anti-Russian 
sanctions to be imposed and arms to be 
delivered to Ukraine to combat Russia, 
it is worth taking a deeper look at this 
controversial Russian political figure, 
hailed in the West as an heroic “opposi- 
tion leader.” 

Born in 1976, Alexei Anatolyevich Na- 
valny graduated from law school in 1998 
and earned a degree in finance in 2001. 
He would proceed to explore law, invest- 
ments, and political activism during his 
career, eventually settling on politics. “I 
have always been obsessed with politics,” 
he admitted to the outlet Kommersant- 
Money in 2009. 

Navalny was part of the Yabloko party 
between 2000 and 2007, before co-found- 
ing an ethnic nationalist movement called 
NAROD. He was featured in two conten- 
tious YouTube videos for the group, one 
championing gun rights to fight “flies and 
cockroaches” (referring to Muslim insur- 
gents from the southern Caucasus), and 
another likening immigrants from Islamic 
regions to tooth decay. 

In August 2008, Navalny spoke in 
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favor of Russia’s intervention in Georgia 
on behalf of the embattled South Ossetia. 
He went on to join three annual “Russian 
March” rallies with advocates for ethnic 
nationalism. 

By February 2011, Navalny had shifted 
his ideology to adhere to Western liberal 
beliefs and had become a prominent critic 
of Vladimir Putin. In a 2011 radio inter- 
view, he blasted Putin’s ruling United 
Russia party as a collection of “crooks and 
thieves,” and claimed it had stolen nation- 
al elections. Western media labeled him 
the “Russian opposition leader” after he 
gave a series of speeches at anti-Putin pro- 
tests that followed. In 2011 Navalny also 
founded the Anti-Corruption Foundation, 
or FBK, which published investigations 
into alleged corruption by Russian politi- 
cal leaders. This obviously earned him the 
scorn and suspicion of Russian authorities. 

The highlight of Navalny’s political ca- 
reer was the July 2013 Moscow mayoral 
election, in which he won 27.24 percent of 
the vote, losing to Sergey Sobyanin. 

Navalny continued to expose the gov- 
ernment in Moscow, regional governors, 
and corporations regarding fraud, graft, 
and corruption — frequently getting sued 
for defamation as a result. Navalny and his 
brother Oleg — a postal employee — faced 
charges of embezzlement in 2012 for al- 
legedly defrauding the Russian branch of 
the French cosmetics giant Yves Rocher. 
Navalny’s first criminal conviction was 
for embezzling funds from the state-run 
timber company Kirovles. In 2013, he was 
sentenced to five years in prison, but the 
sentence was later amended to probation. 
Alexei and Oleg were found guilty in the 
Yves Rocher case in December 2014, but 
Alexei once again was sentenced only to 
probation. Navalny condemned the charg- 
es against him as politically motivated and 
lashed out against the “disgusting feudal 
system” in which “one hundred families” 
were allegedly looting Russia. 

In 2016, Navalny announced his intent 
to run against Putin in the 2018 presi- 
dential election, but he was barred from 
doing so owing to his criminal convic- 
tions. He subsequently called for a boy- 
cott of the election, and in 2017-2018 
organized several public rallies against 
the Putin government. 

After surviving a poisoning attempt 
in 2020 (which was almost certainly the 
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work of the FSB, Putin’s rebranded KGB) 
and fleeing to Germany with his wife and 
two children, Navalny returned to Russia 
in January of 2021. He was promptly ar- 
rested, and his FBK was labeled an “ex- 
tremist” organization, which led to his 
imprisonment at the Siberian facility in 
which he died. 


Navalny the U.S. Asset? 
In 2010, Navalny received a scholar- 
ship to the Yale World Fellows program, 
now known as the Maurice R. Greenberg 
World Fellows program, at Yale Univer- 
sity, where he studied political science 
and world affairs. As a World Fellow, Na- 
valny aimed to create a “global network 
of emerging leaders and to broaden inter- 
national understanding.” The program is 
named after billionaire Maurice R. Green- 
berg, a key villain in the 2008 mortgage 
crisis, a major financial partner of Xi Jin- 
ping and the Chinese Communist Party, 
and a longtime globalist at the Council on 
Foreign Relations. The most famous of 
Greenberg’s World Fellows is Jake Sulli- 
van, a key advisor to Barack Obama and 
Hillary Clinton, and now national security 
advisor to Joe Biden. 

The U.S. government also bankrolled 
Navalny’s political activities via the Na- 


tional Endowment for Democracy (NED), 
a controversial CIA front, as part of an at- 
tempt to foment regime change in Russia, 
similar to what it did in Ukraine in 2014. 

Founded as a bipartisan, nonprofit in- 
stitution, the NED is nominally an NGO 
that claims to back “democracy” abroad, 
but in reality it relies on continuous finan- 
cial support from the White House and the 
U.S. Congress. The NED has manipulated 
and directed NGOs around the world in 
order to export “Western values”; conduct 
subversion, infiltration, and sabotage; and 
spark so-called democratic movements in 
target countries and regions, often lead- 
ing to “color revolutions.” Simply put, the 
NED is essentially the U.S. government’s 
“white glove” that feeds globalist strategic 
interests. 

As early as 1991, the founder of the 
NED, Allen Weinstein, admitted in an 
interview with The Washington Post that 
much of what the group was (and still is) 
doing was what the CIA had done 25 years 
earlier. Thus, the NED was known global- 
ly as the “second CIA,” with a long history 
of instigating color revolutions against 
“hostile” countries. Early NED documents 
unveiled activities by the group, mainly in 
Eastern Europe, to undermine state power 
in the late 1980s. 


Political pawn: Alexei Navalny, shown here speaking to supporters in Russia, was an ideal tool 
of the globalists in the Obama administration — handsome, articulate, and charismatic. Despite 
fawning coverage by Western media, he was more popular outside of Russia than inside. 
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On August 27, 1989, The Washington 
Post published a report titled “How we 
helped Solidarity win,” noting that the 
NED provided financial support for the 
Polish Solidarity movement to overthrow 
the then-Polish government, heralding 
considerable changes in Eastern Europe. 

The NED was also an important actor 
behind the Arab Spring, and in Egypt, 
Yemen, Jordan, Algeria, Syria, Libya, 
and other countries, the endowment pro- 
vided financial support to individuals and 
groups advocating for feminism and other 
“human rights”-type issues. 

The group also funded many “indepen- 
dent” media outlets. Per the NED website, 
between 2016 and 2020, the organization 
funded 119 projects in Belarus under the 
category of “Freedom of Information,” 
spending an average of $50,000 per proj- 
ect. This particular category obtained 
more funding than any other category for 
five consecutive years. 

The fact that Navalny was a Yale 
World Fellow and received funding from 
the NED suggests that he was not mere- 
ly an anti-corruption, pro-“democracy” 
activist working out of an altruistic de- 
sire to improve things for the Russian 
people, but an Astro-Turf candidate, a 
CIA-NED asset working on behalf of 
the West to instigate a color revolution 
in Russia. 

Whether or not Navalny was unjustly 
prosecuted and murdered by the Russian 
government, his untimely death — a trag- 
edy for his family — can at least in part be 
laid at the hands of the Deep State. This, 
perhaps, is the real tragedy. 


Where Have We Seen This Before? 

A damning 2004 article in The Guardian 
— certainly no friend of Putin’s Russia — 
by Ian Traynor titled “US campaign be- 
hind turmoil in Kiev” lays out the facts of 
US. interference in the politics of Eastern 
European countries. It was written in the 
aftermath of the 2004 U.S.-backed Orange 
Revolution in Ukraine, and is worth quot- 
ing here at length: 


But while the gains of the orange- 
bedecked “chestnut revolution” are 
Ukraine’s, the campaign is an Ameri- 
can creation, a sophisticated and bril- 
liantly conceived exercise in western 
branding and mass marketing that, in 
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Success: The 2014 Euromaidan in Ukraine was portrayed by the West as a “democratic” uprising 


against an unpopular, pro-Russia government. In reality, it was largely a globalist-backed and 
-organized coup that installed a pro-Western, anti-Russia puppet regime. 


four countries in four years, has been 
used to try to salvage rigged elections 
and topple unsavoury regimes. 

Funded and organised by the US 
government, deploying US consul- 
tancies, pollsters, diplomats, the 
two big American parties and US 
non-government organisations, the 
campaign was first used in Europe 
in Belgrade in 2000 to beat Slobodan 
Milosevic at the ballot box. 

Richard Miles, the US ambassa- 
dor in Belgrade, played a key role. 
And by last year, as US ambassador 
in Tbilisi, he repeated the trick in 
Georgia, coaching Mikhail Saakash- 
vili in how to bring down Eduard 
Shevardnadze. 

Ten months after the success in 
Belgrade, the US ambassador in 
Minsk, Michael Kozak, a veteran of 
similar operations in central Ameri- 
ca, notably in Nicaragua, organised a 
near identical campaign to try to de- 
feat the Belarus hardman, Alexander 
Lukashenko. 

That one failed. “There will be no 
Kostunica in Belarus,” the Belarus 
president declared, referring to the 
victory in Belgrade. 

But experience gained in Serbia, 


Georgia and Belarus has been invalu- 
able in plotting to beat the regime of 
Leonid Kuchma in Kiev. 

The operation — engineering de- 
mocracy through the ballot box and 
civil disobedience — is now so slick 
that the methods have matured into a 
template for winning other people’s 
elections. 

In the centre of Belgrade, there is 
a dingy office staffed by computer- 
literate youngsters who call them- 
selves the Centre for Non-violent 
Resistance. If you want to know how 
to beat a regime that controls the 
mass media, the judges, the courts, 
the security apparatus and the voting 
stations, the young Belgrade activists 
are for hire. 

They emerged from the anti-Mi- 
losevic student movement, Otpor, 
meaning resistance. The catchy, 
single-word branding is important. 
In Georgia last year, the parallel 
student movement was Khmara. In 
Belarus, it was Zubr. In Ukraine, it 
is Pora, meaning high time. Otpor 
also had a potent, simple slogan that 
appeared everywhere in Serbia in 
2000 — the two words “gotov je”, 
meaning “he’s finished”, a reference 
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Big plans: The Free Nations of Posts-Russia Forum seeks the overthrow of the Putin government 


and the breakup of the Russian Federation into many smaller countries. This fits with globalist 
plans to foment a color revolution in Russia with men such as Navalny. 
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to Milosevic. A logo of a black-and- 
white clenched fist completed the 
masterful marketing. 

In Ukraine, the equivalent is a tick- 
ing clock, also signalling that the Kuch- 
ma regime’s days are numbered. ... 

Last year, before becoming presi- 
dent in Georgia, the US-educated Mr 
Saakashvili travelled from Tbilisi to 
Belgrade to be coached in the tech- 
niques of mass defiance. In Belarus, 
the US embassy organised the dis- 
patch of young opposition leaders to 
the Baltic, where they met up with 
Serbs travelling from Belgrade. In 
Serbia’s case, given the hostile envi- 
ronment in Belgrade, the Americans 
organised the overthrow from neigh- 
bouring Hungary — Budapest and 
Szeged. 

In recent weeks, several Serbs 
travelled to the Ukraine. Indeed, 
one of the leaders from Belgrade, 
Aleksandar Maric, was turned away 
at the border. 

The Democratic party’s National 


Democratic Institute, the Republi- 
can party’s International Republican 
Institute, the US state department 
and USAid are the main agencies in- 
volved in these grassroots campaigns 
as well as the Freedom House NGO 
and billionaire George Soros’s open 
society institute. 

US pollsters and professional con- 
sultants are hired to organise focus 
groups and use psephological data to 
plot strategy... 

Officially, the US government 
spent $41m (£21.7m) organising and 
funding the year-long operation to 
get rid of Milosevic from October 
1999. In Ukraine, the figure is said 
to be around $14m.... 

Freedom House and the Demo- 
cratic party’s NDI helped fund and 
organise the “largest civil region- 
al election monitoring effort” in 
Ukraine, involving more than 1,000 
trained observers. They also organ- 
ised exit polls. On Sunday night 
those polls gave [Viktor] Yushchenko 
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an 11-point lead and set the agenda 
for much of what has followed. 

The exit polls are seen as criti- 
cal because they seize the initiative 
in the propaganda battle with the 
regime, invariably appearing first, 
receiving wide media coverage and 
putting the onus on the authorities 
to respond... 

If the events in Kiev vindicate the 
US in its strategies for helping other 
people win elections and take power 
from anti-democratic regimes, it is 
certain to try to repeat the exercise 
elsewhere in the post-Soviet world. 


Again, the article quoted above was writ- 
ten in 2004; much has transpired since 
then. A Russia-friendly Ukrainian gov- 
ernment under Viktor Yanukovych gained 
power in 2009 in what even the anti-Rus- 
sia West claimed was a legitimate election. 
The U.S.-backed and -orchestrated Mai- 
dan Revolution of 2014 saw Yanukovych 
overthrown and a succession of anti-Rus- 
sia, pro-Western governments installed in 
Ukraine. A color revolution was attempted 
in Kazakhstan in 2020, but failed, and a 
movement to unseat Lukashenko in Be- 
larus is ongoing. 
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Viewed in this light, the issue 
of Alexei Navalny becomes 
clearer. Navalny was simply the 
latest player in a global game of 
chess in which the U.S. Deep 
State attempts to undermine 
and overthrow governments 
opposed to its “democratic 
values.” Russia, of course, is 
a big piece in this chess game, 
perhaps the biggest. Remov- 
ing the smaller pieces was just 
a strategy to take down Russia, 
as well. This is not an exagger- 
ation; various maps have been 
proposed of a post-Putin Rus- 
sia broken into at least a dozen 
smaller countries. 

Some such maps are prod- 
ucts of the Free Nations of 
Post-Russia Forum, which was 
founded in 2022 by a Ukrainian 
restaurateur, Oleg Magaletsky, 
and exiled Russian separatists 
and advocates for the disinte- 
gration of Russia. According to 
Magaletsky, the forum is funded 
by Ukrainian oligarchs and Eu- 
ropean NGOs, and the “deim- 
perialization, decolonization, 
deputinization, denazification, demilitar- 
ization, and denuclearization of Russia” is 
the organization’s goal. Ten forums were 
held in 2022 and 2023, in cities including 
Warsaw, Prague, Gdansk, Helsingborg, 
Brussels, Washington, Philadelphia, New 
York, Tokyo, London, Paris, and Berlin 
(some forums were held in more than one 
city simultaneously). 

Recently, the Russian government an- 
nounced that three American NGOs — the 
American Councils for International Edu- 
cation, Cultural Perspectives, and the In- 
stitute of International Education — were 
working via the U.S. Embassy in Russia 
to implement programs and projects of 
“anti-Russia orientation aimed at recruit- 
ing ‘agents of influence’ under the guise of 
educational and cultural exchanges,” and 
that these organizations would be expelled 
from Russia. 

All of the American and European ef- 
forts to contain, undermine, effect politi- 
cal change in, and destroy Russia have 
reached an obsession bordering on fetish- 
ism. A simple Google search for “breakup 
of Russia” will yield dozens of Western 
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Washington 


mainstream-media articles written over 
the past two years predicting the over- 
throw of Putin’s government and the col- 
lapse of Russia. 

Now we have a war in Ukraine, and 
hundreds of thousands of Ukrainians and 
Russians have died to further the globa- 
list obsession with knocking out Russia. 
Many conservatives in the United States 
are opposed to any more aid being sent to 
Ukraine, wondering why we are support- 
ing a corrupt foreign government when we 
have our own problems at home. 


A Better Path Forward 

Rather than continuing to play a global 
chess game, undermining and overthrow- 
ing other governments in order to maintain 
hegemony, a much better path for America 
would be to return to the foreign policy of 
the Founders. 

George Washington, in his 1796 fare- 
well address, explained that foreign poli- 
cy: “The great rule of conduct for us, in re- 
gard to foreign nations, is in extending our 
commercial relations, to have with them as 
little political connection as possible.... It 


is our true policy to steer clear 
of permanent alliances with any 
portion of the foreign world.” 
In his 1801 inaugural address, 
Thomas Jefferson, echoing 
Washington, described Amer- 
ica’s foreign policy as “peace, 
commerce, and honest friend- 
ship with all nations — entan- 
gling alliances with none.” 
While serving as secretary of 
state, John Quincy Adams pro- 
claimed in a July 4, 1821 address 
to U.S. House of Representatives: 


[America] has, in the lapse 
of nearly half a century, 
without a single excep- 
tion, respected the inde- 
pendence of other nations 
while asserting and main- 
taining her own. She has 
abstained from interfer- 
ence in the concerns of 
others, even when conflict 
has been for principles to 
which she clings, as to the 
last vital drop that visits 
the heart.... 

But she goes not abroad, 

in search of monsters to destroy. She 
is the well-wisher to the freedom 
and independence of all. She is the 
champion and vindicator only of her 
own.... 
She well knows that by once en- 
listing under other banners than her 
own, were they even the banners of 
foreign independence, she would in- 
volve herself beyond the power of 
extrication, in all the wars of interest 
and intrigue, of individual avarice, 
envy, and ambition, which assume 
the colors and usurp the standard of 
freedom. 


National Portrait Gallery 


Indeed, we are seeing “wars of interest 
and intrigue ... which assume the colors 
and usurp the standard of freedom” being 
waged all around the world by globalists 
in the West. How long will this continue 
— until World War III breaks out, which 
very well could be a nuclear war fought 
among the Great Powers? Is taking down 
Russia worth potentially destroying our 
own country, and even ending life on 
Earth as we know it? 
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The U.S. patent system once encouraged innovation by protecting the intellectual 
property rights of inventors. But that once-great system has been undermined. 


by Jeff Lindsay 


s I arrived in China in June 2011 
to help a division of a large Indo- 
esian company with their patent 


strategy, I was surprised at how much China 
was doing to strengthen its intellectual prop- 
erty (IP) laws and to encourage innovation. 
China continued strengthening its IP laws 
and system year after year throughout my 
stay, which ended in 2020. These changes, 
plus many incentives and investments in 
innovation, advanced China’s expertise in 
ways that have caught the West off guard. 


Jeff Lindsay is a U.S. patent agent and engineer who 
has worked in intellectual property leadership roles in 
Asia and the United States. He has a Ph.D. in chemical 


engineering from Brigham Young University. 
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The U.S. tendency to downplay Chinese 
innovation should have been firmly shaken 
with the October 16, 2021 Financial Times 
headline that rocked the world, especially 
the U.S. military: “China tests new space 
capability with hypersonic missile.” China 
had just launched a nuclear-capable hy- 
personic rocket that circled the globe at 
high speed and “took US intelligence by 
surprise.” The Financial Times noted that 
Chinese innovation in hypersonic weap- 
ons “was far more advanced” than U.S. 
officials had realized. This was not tech- 
nology China stole from the United States, 
as should be obvious from a headline in 
The Wall Street Journal from Septem- 
ber 18, 2023: “Hypersonic Missiles Are 
Game-Changers, and America Doesn’t 
Have Them.” After the international em- 


barrassment China caused our military, 
U.S. media quickly tried to minimize the 
damage (“not much of a surprise” per The 
New York Times, and nothing but old Rus- 
sian technology per Foreign Policy). 

For a nation that supposedly only steals 
Western inventions, in industry after indus- 
try China is taking a leadership position in 
technology and in international patents that 
can’t be won by copying. According to a 
2023 study by the Australian Strategic Pol- 
icy Institute funded by the U.S. State De- 
partment, China is now leading the world 
in 37 out of 44 technologies critical for 
economic growth and defense, areas once 
largely dominated by the United States. 

How did China overtake the United 
States? As it turns out, it’s not too compli- 
cated: While China continues to strength- 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ APRIL 15, 2024 


en its IP system, we have been sabotaging 
our own with crippling changes both to 
patent law and to the government entities 
tasked with enforcing it. 

As I began IP work in China, the IP sys- 
tem in the United States was about to take 
a terrible turn. In June 2011, the House of 
Representatives passed H.R. 1249 by a vote 
of 304-117. The Senate followed in Sep- 
tember 2011 with an 89-9 vote, and then- 
President Barack Obama signed the Leahy- 
Smith America Invents Act (AIA) into law. 
Like most bad laws, it was passed in the 
name of doing good. This law would alleg- 
edly strengthen innovation, make America 
more competitive, and reduce litigation 
time and costs. It would also free business 
from the terrible burden of “patent trolls,” 
a fearful term coined by Big Tech and often 
used to demonize their opponents. That 
term applied to many startups and lone in- 
ventors who, armed with little more than an 
innovative idea and the power of a patent, 
sometimes could resist an army of attorneys 
and force large companies to pay rent for 
using their intellectual property. 

Yes, bad actors have used questionable 
patents to shake down businesses. But be- 
fore the AIA was passed, the U.S. patent 
system already offered reasonable ways to 
resist an improper attack on a business by 
a questionable patent. U.S. patents could 
be challenged in several ways, includ- 
ing ex parte reexamination proceedings 
raised by a third party but settled between 


the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO) and the patent owner to deter- 
mine if the scope of the patent was too 
broad. A more expensive inter partes re- 
examination process allowed an opponent 
to participate in the arguments. Further, 
if owners of a patent found that another 
patent was improperly claiming rights 
to their invention, they could challenge 
the patent in an “interference” proceed- 
ing. But the fight against “patent trolls” 
would follow a storyline much like what 
we see in extreme gun-control legislation: 
In the name of preventing the relatively 
rare abuse of a constitutionally protected 
right, the rights of all law-abiding citizens 
would be curtailed. Unusual cases would 
be given extensive media coverage and 
frequently embellished, stirring up anger 
and fear over patents, leading to more ef- 
forts to impair patent rights. 


The Only Right Mentioned 
in the Constitution 
The only form of rights specifically men- 
tioned in the Constitution itself (not the 
later Bill of Rights) is intellectual property 
rights. Article 1, Section 8 tells us that “The 
Congress shall have Power ... to promote 
the Progress of Science and useful Arts, by 
securing for limited Times to Authors and 
Inventors the exclusive Right to their re- 
spective Writings and Discoveries.” 

The constitutional duty of Congress to 
protect the rights of inventors to exclude 


Technological nightmare: China’s DF-17 hypersonic glide missile system employs cutting-edge 
technology that the United States has yet to develop and deploy — evidence of China’s rapid 


advance in home-grown technology. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Creative Commons 


others (which is what an injunction helps 
achieve) was not meant to disappear 
when Big Tech infringes. That constitu- 
tionally protected right provides the in- 
centive inventors need to risk the expense 
of developing an invention. The way that 
right is protected by the U.S. patent sys- 
tem reflects the practical genius of our 
Founding Fathers and their understand- 
ing of incentives in a free society. By 
contrast, the trade guilds of Europe were 
created to protect the secrets of various 
trades so that others could not steal their 
knowledge and inventions, but the result 
of such pervasive secrecy was a harmful 
lack of knowledge-sharing and slow tech- 
nical progress. 

The U.S. patent system provides — or 
at least once did provide — a beautiful 
compromise: If inventors clearly describe 
how to make and use their invention in a 
written patent application, then the inven- 
tors are promised a legally enforceable 
but limited monopoly on their invention 
for a period of time (now typically up to 
20 years from the filing date) if the inven- 
tion is novel and nonobvious. Our patent 
system is one of the greatest inventions in 
history and, coupled with economic lib- 
erty, has been the engine for the rise of the 
American economy. The inventions it mo- 
tivated or spawned have ranged from nu- 
merous aspects of transportation, electric- 
ity, and electronics to telecommunications, 
health and medicine, materials, comput- 
ers, agriculture, and other fields that have 
blessed the peoples of the world. It is an 
engine we must not turn off, though our 
enemies would gladly see it fail. 


Ongoing Threats to Patent Rights 

The AIA created new ways to take away 
patent rights from legitimate patent 
holders. First, a new tribunal within the 
USPTO, the Patent Trial and Appeals 
Board (PTAB), was created. It does not 
meet the requirements of a government 
court defined in Article III of the Consti- 
tution, but in effect creates a patent “death 
panel” that cripples more than 80 percent 
of the patents brought before the PTAB. 
This occurs after the USPTO has granted 
patent rights following a lengthy and de- 
tailed examination process. There is nei- 
ther a jury nor many other safeguards our 
Founding Fathers wanted to protect the 
rights and property of citizens. 
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The PTAB’s tragic destruction of thou- 
sands of patents is not a necessary conse- 
quence of the AIA. This depends on how 
the law is interpreted and who does the 
interpreting and the hiring of PTAB staff. 
The key person for oversight of the PTAB 
is the director of the USPTO, a position that 
became even more important with the AIA. 

After President Obama began his sec- 
ond term in 2013 and before AIA went 
into effect on March 16, 2013, there was 
a vacancy at the top of the USPTO. The 
IP community was anxious to see whom 
Obama would appoint as director. A direc- 
tor with a history of supporting IP rights 
could do much to make the AJA less harm- 
ful than some feared, while someone close 
to the anti-patent forces in Big Tech might 
wreak havoc. Unfortunately, in late 2014, 
President Obama announced that the new 
director of the USPTO would be someone 
who did not seem to have the expected 
experience. It was none other than Mi- 
chelle Lee, former deputy general counsel 
for Google and the mega-company’s first 
head of patents and patent strategy. Her 
career had been rooted in Big Tech, and 
that influence and worldview would sure- 
ly be hard to shake. Indeed, her resulting 
appointment of many Big Tech-friendly 
PTAB “judges” and the harsh approach 
taken by the PTAB toward many small 
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patent holders suggest that Big Tech’s 
perspective was well represented. 

The PTAB tribunal, as implemented by 
Michelle Lee and as still present today, 
provides a revolving door in which PTAB 
“administrative patent judges” (APJs) can 
go to work in lucrative jobs for the com- 
panies they assisted. This is contrary to the 
lifetime appointment of real U.S. federal 
judges per Article III of the Constitution. 
Further, the PTAB does not require the 
ethical standards of a federal court, but in- 
stead allows APJs to handle cases where 
they might have a conflict of interest. One 
Apple attorney, for example, became an 
APJ, and then decided many cases involv- 
ing Apple — only to go work for Apple 
again after treating Apple well. Such prob- 
lems are more than just bad optics; small 
companies face a high risk of being treated 
unfairly compared to powerful infringers, 
especially those in Big Tech. There’s no 
limit to how many times a big company 
can sue an inventor before the PTAB in 
order to invalidate the patent, creating 
disastrous expenses even when patents 
are clearly valid. The system is stacked 
against inventors and small companies. 

As a result, patents are more costly to 
acquire and less valuable once obtained. 
Further, a parade of disappointing Supreme 
Court decisions from before the advent of 
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Unique right: The “exclusive right” of “Authors and Inventors” to “their respective Writings and 
Discoveries,” mentioned in Article |, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution as one of the things Congress 
is authorized to protect, is the only right mentioned explicitly in the original body of the Constitution. 
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the PTAB seemed to reflect the steady 
propaganda about “patent trolls” who need- 
ed to be put down. One such case, a victory 
for Big Tech, eBay Inc. v. MercExchange 
(2006), weakened a fundamental aspect of 
patent rights, the ability to get an injunc- 
tion to stop an infringer of a patent. These 
injunctions, which used to be routinely 
granted to protect patent holders, became a 
rarity after the eBay decision. This signifi- 
cantly lowered patent value. 

Another painful Supreme Court deci- 
sion, Alice Corp. v. CLS Bank, gave the 
USPTO tools to declare all sorts of sub- 
ject matter, such as software or medi- 
cal diagnostics, to be “patent ineligible” 
when a boiled-down summary of the in- 
vention looks relatively “abstract” — a 
vague word not defined in the decision. 
Advances in blockchain technology, for 
example, can be boiled down to “a method 
of doing business” and then declared as 
patent ineligible. Patent drafters now need 
to engage in complex, uncertain strategies 
to tip-toe around “abstraction” landmines 
in the United States. 

Even the software systems used by the 
USPTO raise questions of decline. The 
USPTO has rushed to decommission the 
generally reliable systems that managed 
our nation’s patent applications, instead 
launching a terribly expensive “Patent 
Center” that is riddled with bugs and de- 
fects. Despite widespread opposition by 
some IP experts and significant IP organi- 
zations — some providing detailed papers 
documenting dozens of potentially harm- 
ful and costly bugs — USPTO leaders 
shut down the legacy “EFS-Web” system 
on November 15, 2023, forcing IP work- 
ers to use the Patent Center, with new 
costs and risks for IP owners, inventors, 
and workers. 

The USPTO also rushed to abandon the 
use of the universally reliable PDF docu- 
ment format, instead adopting a flawed 
DOCX system based on Microsoft’s stan- 
dard. Among the many flaws and bugs in 
this system is the deliberate destruction of 
a patent applicant’s originally submitted 
documents. These are replaced with newly 
generated DOCX files in which many sub- 
tle errors may be introduced that can hurt 
patent-application quality and patent rights. 
Despite huge IP community pushback, the 
flawed standard went into effect January 
17, 2024. A great deal of money is involved 
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— roughly $1 billion for the Patent Center 
so far, about six times over budget. 

In addition to the many threats and 
burdens that IP owners face, there is also 
the risk of rulers simply seizing some IP 
rights for political gain. For example, on 
December 8, 2023, President Joe Biden 
proposed a new policy of compelling drug 
companies to license patents to others if 
the government doesn’t like the prices 
charged for their products. This threat- 
ens to undermine the value of numerous 
patents from research that received some 
federal assistance. 

One of our nation’s great experts on 
patents, Judge Paul Michel — a retired 
chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals, 
Federal Circuit — discussed the decline of 
patent value in the film /nnovation Race. 
He said, “Patents today are worth about 
half what they were worth a decade ago.” 
I worry that he was overly optimistic. For 
many inventors, some of these changes, 
especially the USPTO’s PTAB, have al- 
ready made their patents worthless. 


Getting Paid to Discover “Mistakes” 

America now faces a disturbing scenario: 
The agency entrusted with examining and 
granting valid U.S. patents has incentives 
to rule that its patent grants were mis- 
takes. More than 80 percent of the origi- 
nal patents challenged before the PTAB 
by would-be infringers have all or some 
claims canceled — a process in which the 
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Patently dishonest: Obama’s 
USPTO Director Michelle Lee, 
former general counsel for Google, 
turned the Patent Trial and Appeals 
Board (PTAB) into a mechanism for 
destroying patents sought by small 
startups and ensuring that Big Tech 
got the benefit. This is doubtless 

a major factor contributing to the 
unholy alliance between Big Tech 
and Big Government-mandated 
censorship. 


USPTO receives significant fees for the 
quick work of ruling against a patent by 
judges who may have conflicts of inter- 
est. Not all of the USPTO’s decisions are 
tainted, but the impact on many inventors 
and small businesses has been disturbing 
and the system lacks many aspects of due 
process, especially for a constitutionally 
protected right. With such a system, inno- 
vation is at risk. Some notable inventors 
have been pummeled. 

One inventor who lost her patent at 
the PTAB is Molly Metz. As a five-time 
world champion in the intense sport of 
jump rope, she developed a breakthrough 
design that dramatically changed the 
jump-rope market. She created a fasci- 
nating way of connecting the rope to the 
handle to maximize speed and control. Her 
product quickly became the gold standard 
across the country. Unfortunately, a major 
U.S. manufacturer decided to simply steal 
her design and send it to China for manu- 
facturing. Unsuspecting Americans then 
imported the knockoff jump-rope. Faced 
with infringement of her patent, Metz 
spent years and large amounts of money 
to fight back, and her infringer filed a peti- 
tion for an IPR (inter partes review) with 
the PTAB. As often happens, the PTAB 
APJs quickly decided in the infringer’s 
favor, ruling that the carefully examined 
patent was somehow issued by mistake. 
Unlike the due process expected in a real 
U.S. court, the PTAB proceedings ex- 
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clude the opportunity to present detailed 
evidence or to request a jury trial. Metz’ 
hearing lasted about 20 minutes on Zoom, 
with a ruling that simply copied the word- 
ing of the infringer. The loss affected more 
than just her and her family — it hurt a 
thriving business with a unique made-in- 
America product. 

Another noteworthy case is that of 
Joshua J. Malone, inventor of Bunch O 
Balloons, an extremely popular toy that 
has seen hundreds of millions of dollars 
in sales. His breakthrough invention can 
fill and automatically seal up to 35 water 
balloons at once, allowing 100 balloons a 
minute to be filled. He left his corporate 
job in 2006 to be an inventor and entrepre- 
neur, risking his home, his income, and his 
retirement to develop and market his idea. 
Sales were brisk; in fact, his product be- 
came the number-one selling outdoor toy 
and has over $500 million in sales. But 
then Malone saw pallets of a nearly iden- 
tical product made in China being sold at 
Walmart from a corporation frequently 
accused of patent infringement. He also 
found infringing products sold in many 
other places, such as Home Depot, Wal- 
greens, Target, etc. He took the infringer 
to court and won preliminary injunctions, 
multiple appeals, a jury verdict, and then 
a final judgment declaring his patent valid. 
That lengthy process should have settled 
the issue. Unfortunately, the AIA gives in- 
fringers multiple bites at the apple. In spite 
of the clear novelty of Malone’s patent and 
the evidence of strong market success (an 
indicator of a nonobvious invention), the 
PTAB declared his patent was a mistake. 
An argument from the infringer about the 
difficulty of knowing when a balloon is 
full had been denounced as frivolous by 
a genuine Article III judge, but that frivo- 
lous argument became lethal in the hands 
of the PTAB. 

The PTAB was supposed to simplify 
patent litigation, making things faster 
and less expensive for both patent own- 
ers and challengers. This was not the case 
for Malone. In the August 21, 2021 Bloom 
Report, the toy and game industry’s largest 
source of news, Malone said: 


In my case the PTAB did not serve as 
a faster or less expensive alternative 
to district court as advertised dur- 
ing the 2011 debate. Rather it added 
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Victim of the system: Molly Metz, five-time world jump-rope champion and innovator of jump- 


rope technology, saw her idea stolen and outsourced to Chinese manufacturers. Despite a 
years-long, costly appeals process, her patent rights were summarily stripped by the PTAB ina 


20-minute Zoom hearing. 


over $1M in extra legal expense by 
duplicating and extending the dis- 
trict court litigation, eventually lead- 
ing us to settle for a fraction of the 
damages. It duplicated, contradicted, 
and confounded the proceedings and 
decisions of the district court. PTAB 
permitted multiple petitions per pat- 
ent and accepted challenges on [the] 
same prior art considered by the ex- 
aminer and the Office of Patent Qual- 
ity Assurance... 


Malone’s story is also featured in the film 
Innovation Race. He had the determina- 
tion and the resources to keep fighting, 
and in the end he succeeded, in spite of 
the expense and lost momentum required 
for the long legal battle. 

The patents killed at the PTAB involve 
many fields, including medical innova- 
tions that could save thousands of lives. 
One example is an invention for a new 
way to replace heart valves without cut- 
ting open the chest but using a catheter. 
Motivated in his inventive work by the 
death of an otherwise healthy patient 
who needed a valve replacement but suc- 
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cumbed to the surgery, Dr. Troy Norred 
had the wild idea of replacing an aortic 
valve in a beating heart using a catheter. 
He would go on to receive U.S. Patent No. 
6,482,228, “Percutaneous Aortic Valve 
Replacement,” in 2002. It was the fruit 
of years of work with frozen pig hearts, 
mathematical models, and other tools. But 
in 2003, after many major corporations 
and investors had rejected his invention, 
he was ready to give up. Then he saw his 
concept promoted at a trade show by Core- 
Valve Corp. He tried to negotiate with that 
company, but talks went nowhere. Core- 
Valve was later acquired by Medtronics. 
Norred tried again to negotiate, but talks 
stopped in 2011 as the America Invents 
Act was gaining momentum. Medtronics 
was a promoter of the bill. After the AIA 
became law, Medtronics sued Dr. Norred 
before the PTAB and invalidated 16 of his 
patent claims, including the three that re- 
ally mattered. 

Given the dismal statistics for chal- 
lenged patents, the PTAB seems well de- 
signed for invalidating some apparently 
valuable patents, especially for startups 
and small companies. What can be done? 


Enter US Inventor 
Some victims of the PTAB, including 
Malone and Metz, are working to strength- 
en our IP system as they speak out and edu- 
cate others, including lawmakers. Malone, 
Metz, and hundreds of other inventors are 
working with a remarkable organization 
leading the charge to stop Congress and 
special interests from further damaging the 
US. patent system. The organization began 
with another lone inventor, Randy Landre- 
neau, who learned how one informed per- 
son can make a difference. 

To learn more about what we can do to 
support innovation in the United States, I 
turned to Landreneau, a founder with Paul 
Morinville of US Inventor (www.usinven- 
tor.org). US Inventor is a nonprofit group 
providing support to many thousands of 
inventors who have faced trauma in the 
U.S. patent system. Landreneau is pas- 
sionate about the value of the patent sys- 
tem and its prominent role in shaping the 
United States and making the American 
dream possible for many. 

Landreneau’s mission is to help inven- 
tors and startups have their day in court 
— areal Article III court with a real judge, 
a jury, and due process. If only we could 
regain the rights intended by our Founding 
Fathers, the little guy could prevail more 
often when big companies want to take in- 
tellectual property. 

An inventor himself, Landreneau was 
leading a group of Florida inventors when 
he learned of the potential harm to inventors 
in the pending AIA bill. He felt he had to act, 
so he began speaking to inventor groups to 
get support. The small movement he started 
was crushed by the media blitz for AIA, but 
he did help many people become aware of 
dangers to the U.S. patent system. 

Two years later, another dangerous 
bill was on its way to becoming law. The 
House overwhelmingly passed the Inno- 
vation Act in December 2013. It sounded 
good — who could be against innovation? 
— but the law would institute the concept 
of “loser pays,” meaning that if you sue 
somebody for infringing your patent and 
lose, you pay your opponent’s legal costs. 
If you can’t pay, then the winner could go 
after your investors. What lone inventor 
or startup could ever sue Big Tech under 
such a law? While trying to alert the Sen- 
ate, Landreneau met Morinville, a former 
executive and now advocate for inven- 
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tors and innovation (whom I met while 
in Shanghai). Morinville showed Landre- 
neau how to walk the halls of Congress 
and contact elected officials and their staff 
to educate them about pending legislation. 
Every senator they met was initially in 
favor of the Innovation Act and had only 
heard Big Tech’s perspective. Fortunately, 
the Senate voted down the bill. 

The next year, the same act, only worse, 
was introduced again and expected to pass 
easily in the House, but Landreneau and 
Morinville reached out again to repre- 
sentatives and created enough awareness 
so that the bill never made it to the floor. 
Since that time, their grassroots movement 
has grown, and US Inventor has been able 
to stop every bad patent bill it has tar- 
geted. This is a classic David vs. Goliath 
phenomenon that teaches some important 
lessons: 1) one or two or a few people, 
armed with truth and passion, can make a 
difference; and 2) the United States is still 
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a constitutional republic as long as people 
can freely approach their elected officials 
and be heard. This is a fabulous message 
of hope. We can speak out, be heard, and 
make a difference for good.* 


Freedom to Innovate 
One of the great lessons of history and eco- 
nomics is that innovation and economic 
growth flourish best when people have 
both the freedom and the motivation to cre- 
ate and innovate. The motivation involves 
property rights — the right to benefit from 
what is created. For those creating the future 
through invention and innovation, a healthy 
motivation to create also requires reliable 
intellectual-property rights. When IP rights 
are eroded by vast uncertainty and never- 
ending challenges, innovation is hindered. 
The U.S. patent system has been an en- 
gine for innovation and economic growth for 
more than two centuries. If one wanted to 
weaken the U.S. economy and hinder U.S. 


innovation in all areas, including areas relat- 
ed to national security, what better way than 
to weaken the incentives for innovation and 
the protections for innovators that the U.S. 
patent system is supposed to provide? 

America needs to understand the impor- 
tance of a sound patent system, and restore 
our system to once again be a powerful en- 
gine for innovation and economic growth. 
While the United States seems to be weak- 
ening its system, especially with respect to 
American inventors and companies, China 
has been strengthening its system and dili- 
gently creating incentives for innovation. We 
must not neglect the constitutional duty to 
provide a sound U.S. patent system, and we 
must ensure that the system is not corrupted 
to give special treatment to powerful entities 
at the expense of America’s inventors. 


*Disclaimer: After interviewing Randy Landreneau, 
I was so impressed with the work and spirit of US 
Inventor that I joined the organization. 


by Jeff Lindsay 


patent system and the USPTO (as 

reported in the previous article), 
it’s not bad news for everybody. While 
we can complain about how individual 
inventors and startups are treated, some 
lucky companies receive the red-carpet 
treatment, including those associated 
with the Chinese Communist Party. 

Dr. Julie Burke, a noted patent expert, 
registered U.S. patent agent, and former 
USPTO examiner and USPTO quality as- 
surance specialist, has uncovered details 
about how the USPTO treats patent ap- 
plications filed by Chinese companies 
involved in technologies related to Chi- 
nese military technology. These compa- 
nies arguably should be met with special 
scrutiny when applying for U.S. patents 
that could stop U.S. companies from pur- 
suing some advanced technologies, but 
they seem to get special treatment. This 
includes companies on the Department 
of Defense’s “List of People’s Republic 


I n spite of bad news about our U.S. 
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of China (PRC) Military Companies in 
Accordance With Section 1260H of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2021,” such as Huawei, China 
Electronics Technology Group Corpora- 
tion, Inspur Electronic Information In- 
dustry, and China Telemobile Corp. 

One company on the Department of 
Defense’s watchlist of military companies 
is DJI, the Shenzhen-based company that 
may be leading the world in drone technol- 
ogy, which, of course, can have dramatic 
military applications. DJI also seems to 
have access to some sensitive U.S. tech- 
nology such as Elon Musk’s Starlink com- 
munication system, a sensitive technology 
subject to export controls. Newsweek has 
reported that DJI is selling Starlink termi- 
nals in Russia, though Musk denies it. But 
DJI’s Russian website seems to support 
this claim. In any case, this Chinese com- 
pany merits intense scrutiny. However, ac- 
tions by the USPTO again show no such 
concerns. DJI has more than 1,000 granted 
U.S. patents, with more than 100 issued 
since 2023, well after the Department of 


Defense released its watchlist on October 
6, 2022. 

A thorough comparison of the treatment 
of Chinese companies relative to U.S. 
companies may be found in a 2023 study 
by Burke, “USPTO’s Speed on Some 
China Patents Bears a Closer Look,” pub- 
lished in Law 360. Burke considered pat- 
ent applications expedited by the USPTO 
through the “Patent Prosecution Highway” 
program (PPH). Such applications contain 
claims similar to related applications that 
have already been favorably reviewed by 
another participating country, and can then 
be expedited based on the favorable ex- 
amination elsewhere. 

According to Burke, Chinese pat- 
ent applications have seen significantly 
better results (apparently more favor- 
able treatment) than U.S.-filed applica- 
tions. China had the highest percentage 
of granted patents (60.5 percent vs. 53.4 
percent for the United States). On aver- 
age, applications from U.S. entities faced 
longer, more challenging USPTO “office 
actions” with arguments and evidence 
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against their claims. These office ac- 
tions averaged more than 16 pages each, 
compared to just nine pages for Chi- 
nese companies, and had to cope with 
an average of 6.2 prior art references, 
compared to just 3.8 for China. Longer 
office actions and more cited prior art 
means more trouble for the patent ap- 
plication. China also had faster exami- 
nation of its applications than the United 
States. 

In China, the IP system has steadily 
grown stronger and effectively encour- 
ages innovation. While I was living in 
China from 2011 to 2020, local innova- 
tion and intellectual property, especially 
patents, were getting far more attention 
than anything I’ve seen in the United 
States. China is successfully pursuing a 
goal of moving from “made in China” 
to “invented in China,” and part of this 
push includes rapidly developing a solid 
IP system. The Chinese system today 
has become world-class in many ways, 
and it leads the world in the number of 
patents filed and processed each year. 


32 


A> | . 
\ i. 

This is not simply a case of junk pat- 
ents being granted for PR purposes, for 
Chinese inventors now lead the world in 
filing international “PCT applications” 
through the World Intellectual Property 
Association under the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty. These are expensive appli- 
cations that generally represent signifi- 
cant investment and high-quality work. 
Last year, Chinese entities filed 69,610 
PCT applications, ahead of the 55,678 
from the United States (#2 in the world) 

and the 48,879 from Japan (#3). 
Innovation is advancing in China, 
while it seems to be under attack in the 
United States. Many of these attacks 
come from Chinese companies that can 
exploit gaps in the U.S. patent system 
and get away with infringing U.S. pat- 
ents. A recent example, as reported at 
IP Watchdog on November 27, 2023, 
is TikTok. After failing to invalidate a 
small U.S. company’s patent in an at- 
tack through the PTAB (some patents 
do survive), and then losing again in the 
Federal Circuit Court, TikTok is getting 
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Drone dominance: Chinese tech giant Dul, 
which accounts for some three quarters of 
the world’s consumer drone market, holds 
more than 1,000 U.S. patents. Many people 
question the wisdom of giving a Chinese 
company producing products with obvious 
military significance such favorable treatment 
in the United States. Shown here is a Dul 
store in Shenzhen, China. 


yet a third bite at the apple as it pursues 
a patent reexamination hearing at the 
USPTO. Providing such generous op- 
portunities to patent infringers adds to 
the devastating uncertainty and costs that 
innovators and small companies face. 

Concerns over China’s actions in the 
world and its vigorous pursuit of techni- 
cal supremacy in numerous areas should 
motivate further scrutiny regarding the 
USPTO’s treatment of Chinese appli- 
cants, especially those that may pose 
threats to our national security. At a min- 
imum, preferential treatment of Chinese 
companies, or any foreign companies, 
must stop. Congressional oversight is 
certainly needed. 
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THE PATRIOT'S PATRIOT: 
A TRIBUTE TO JOHN F. MCMANUS (1935-2024) 


by Rebecca Terrell 


f we can judge a man by his ene- 
I mies, John F. McManus deserves 

the highest respect and most fer- 
vent praise. Throughout his more than 
half-century career with The John 
Birch Society (JBS), he braved every 
epithet of the leftist lexicon: racist, 
antisemitic, right-wing extremist, and 
many others. His enemies had to use 
fraudulent slurs. The man himself was 
above reproach. 

How else could the stone-throw- 
ing never have deterred him from 
tireless efforts to expose the pow- 
erful elites who seek to undermine 
American sovereignty and establish 
one-world government? A lesser 
man would have failed. On the con- 
trary, the diabolical ad hominems 
only encouraged him; they meant 
he was over the target. 

Still, none can imagine the resistance he faced and trials he 
endured — both overt and occult — as chief JBS spokesman, 
especially through the long, dry years before the internet and so- 
cial media opened the floodgates of supportive alternative news 
sources, and Covid diminished the stigma of the CIA-coined gas- 
lighting term “conspiracy theory.” 

Indeed, McManus helped lead the Society as it alone carried 
the torch handed down from early-20th-century Communist 
Party defectors such as Manning Johnson, Bella Dodd, and Louis 
Budenz, who had repeatedly tried to warn the American people of 
the international plot against our culture and our country. Sena- 
tor Joseph McCarthy is still maligned today for his attempts to 
convey their messages. 


Rebecca Terrell is a senior editor of The New American. 
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One year after that American 
hero’s death in 1957 and undaunted 
by the prospect of a similar fate, 
Robert Welch launched the JBS. 
McManus, who joined in 1964 and 
soon became one of Welch’s closest 
personal confidants, ensured that the 
founder’s vision remained alive after 
the elder passed away in 1985. Even 
today, JBS remains the lone voice 
calling out America’s most nefari- 
ous enemies, despite the smears and 
insults that the organization sustains 
in return. Every member, from cur- 
rent leadership to chapter activist, 
has McManus to thank, second only 
to Robert Welch, for keeping the ship 
on course amid the storms through- 
out most of its 65-year history. 

What likely suited McManus best 
for the crusader role was that he was 
once, ironically, numbered among 
the Society’s detractors. Jack (as he 
was known by family and friends) enjoyed telling the story of 
his conversion, which began in 1962, when “The John Birch So- 
ciety was in the headlines almost on a daily basis, being called a 
secret, fascist, un-American organization, like the Klan, like the 
Communists, like the Nazis,” he recalled to one audience. “Any 
nasty thing that could be said was being said about The John 
Birch Society.” 

“T thought it a shame that something like this existed in my 
country” the Marine veteran said, and he wondered why the lead- 
ing conservative publication at the time, National Review, had 
not commented on it. As a subscriber, Jack waited patiently for 
the publisher, William F. Buckley, Jr., to advise his readers on the 
situation. Finally, the reputed godfather of American conserva- 
tives penned a six-page editorial. Jack remembered the gist of 
the message: “There are a lot of good people in The John Birch 
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Society, but what they ought to do is get 
rid of that screwball, Robert Welch, who’s 
running it.” 

Jack wrote in, praising Buckley’s op-ed, 
and National Review printed his letter, iden- 
tifying his name and hometown. A local 
Birch member responded to Jack, writing, 
“Are you basing your attitude about Robert 
Welch on what Robert Welch has said, or 
on what others have said of him?” 

In the honesty and humility that formed 
the bedrock of his character, Jack thought, 
“That’s a good question!” He had to admit 
he had never read a JBS publication, and 
he answered the challenge by agreeing 
to study anything recommended by this 
“good” person, who was unfortunately 
hoodwinked by that “screwball” Welch. 
“My intention was to show him how 
wrong he was,” Jack grinned. “It didn’t 
work that way.” 

He started reading books published by 
the Society, “books they had brought back 
into circulation — books of the past that 
had been smothered and gone out of print.” 
He read J Saw Poland Betrayed, written by 
Arthur Bliss Lane, the American ambas- 
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sador to that country during World War II 
who witnessed firsthand its betrayal to the 
Soviet Union by Western “allies.” 

In Major Jordans Diaries by U.S. 
Army officer George Racey Jordan, Jack 
also learned of the transfer by the U.S. 
government of materials and atomic tech- 
nology to the Soviets during the Second 
World War, setting the stage for its sequel, 
the decades-long Cold War. 

While You Slept: Our Tragedy in Asia and 
Who Made It was another eye-opening title. 
Jack read with horror this account, written 
by the prominent mid-20th century journal- 
ist John T. Flynn. It told how U.S. leaders 
double-crossed the Chinese Nationalist gov- 
ermment led by Chiang Kai-shek and handed 
the vast, unfortunate land over to the mur- 
derous communist leader Mao Tse-tung. 

These and other works, many by Welch 
himself, convinced Jack of the legitimacy 
and urgency of the JBS mission, and he 
added his name to the Society roster. So 
effective was he in education and recruit- 
ment efforts that a mere two years later, in 
1966, Welch offered him a full-time field 
coordinator position. 


What to do? He was the young father 
of a growing family, having married the 
former Mary Helen O’Reilly of Boston in 
1957, the same year he graduated from The 
College of the Holy Cross with a bachelor 
of science in physics and a commission in 
the U.S. Marine Corps. After three years’ 
active duty, an award from the U.S. Air 
Force for his design of a component used 
in fighter planes, and an honorable dis- 
charge, he had begun a lucrative career in 
the field of electronics engineering. Would 
it be wise to pivot so drastically from his 
planned path and launch into Welch’s 
nascent undertaking, vastly outnumbered 
in both manpower and resources, in its 
daunting quest to save America’s consti- 
tutional republic from her enemies? 

For Jack, there was no question. He 
realized that if this battle were lost, there 
would be no future for his family or coun- 
try. He eagerly accepted the post. For 
seven years his territory encompassed five 
New England states, where he so greatly 
expanded Society numbers and reach that 
in 1973, Welch promoted him to director 
of public affairs. 
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During the next 18 years, Jack was the 
voice of JBS. And what a voice! He had 
only to begin speaking, and audiences 
were captivated. His dialect was a unique 
medley of a gritty, animated brogue from 
his native Brooklyn, tempered by the 
round-toned Bostonian Brahmin of his 
adopted home. His delivery was both com- 
manding and inspiring, and it, combined 
with his encyclopedic knowledge, allowed 
him to educate and entertain while trans- 
forming listeners into fellow crusaders. 

As chief Society spokesman, Jack tire- 
lessly traveled his beloved country in ef- 
forts to preserve her constitutional gov- 
ernment and unmask the international 
conspiracy that threatens both Western 
culture and national sovereignty. Along 
with attending innumerable Birch events 
and JBS Youth Camps for which he served 
as speaker, he appeared on countless radio 
and television programs, including more 
than a dozen C-SPAN airings and an inter- 
view on CNN’s longest-running talk show, 
Larry King Live. 

During his years as public-affairs di- 
rector, he also began adding to the So- 
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ciety’s compendium of research with 
books of his own. Borrowing then-presi- 
dent-elect Jimmy Carter’s term for Deep 
State operatives, he wrote The Insiders, 
a 1976 exposé of the Council on Foreign 
Relations and the Trilateral Commission. 
Popular demand for the slim volume 
would generate four more editions, each 
an update of the previous version, the last 
appearing in 2004. 

Jack’s influence only grew after he was 
appointed president of the Society in June 
of 1991. He filled that role until 2004, but 
when JBS hit a turbulent year in 2005, 
the die-hard patriot emerged from semi- 
retirement to take the helm once again, 
for 11 more years. During that time, he 
concurrently served as publisher of the or- 
ganization’s flagship magazine, The New 
American. 

Despite his expanded duties and hec- 
tic travel schedule, he still found time to 
write. The year 1993 saw publication of 
Financial Terrorism: Hijacking America 
Under the Threat of Bankruptcy, which re- 
veals how international banking interests 
and the Federal Reserve System work to 


undermine the nation’s economic stabil- 
ity. Two years later, Changing Commands: 
The Betrayal of America’s Military told 
the story of threats to U.S. national se- 
curity through subjection of our armed 
forces to the UN. 

Jack produced “4 New World Order” 
Means World Government in 2000, and in 
2002 he would unmask the man he once 
considered a paragon of conservativism 
in William F. Buckley, Jr.: Pied Piper 
for the Establishment. He rounded out 
the first decade of the 21st century with 
two booklets: Restoring the Rights of the 
States and the People Through Respectful 
Adherence to the U.S. Constitution, and 
Dollars & $ense: Solutions to the Eco- 
nomic Meltdown. 

Semi-retirement in 2016 only translated 
into “more time to educate,” and he re- 
mained a popular speaker as well as a reg- 
ular contributor to Society publications. 
In 2018, to the delight of both seasoned 
Birchers and newcomers to the cause, he 
published an invaluable chronicle called 
The John Birch Society: Its History Re- 
counted by Someone Who Was There. 
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These and other writings, too 
numerous to mention here, pre- 
serve his wit and wisdom for fu- 
ture generations, as does his ex- 
tensive filmography, which spans 
nearly half a century. Many con- 
sider his magnum opus to be the 
influential Overview of America, 
which remains one of the orga- 
nization’s primary educational 
tools. Many have said that owing 
to his eloquence and lucidity, this 
30-minute presentation is worth 
more than four years of study at a 
modern university for a political 
science degree. 

Despite such compliments 
throughout his career, Jack re- 
mained remarkably humble, a 
virtue which can be attributed to 
his deeply held spiritual beliefs, 
instilled from childhood. Born 
in 1935, the second of three sons 
and a daughter, to Venerando Paul McManus and Dorothea Fran- 
ces (nee Devenport), his was a happy Irish Catholic upbring- 
ing. Their father sent the boys to his alma mater, the Brooklyn 
Preparatory School, which operated from 1908 until 1972 when 
modernist tendencies would no longer brook the academy’s high 
standards. Later, Jack would bemoan its closure, but when he 
attended Brooklyn Prep, it was a milieu of traditional values, 
classical scholarship, and strict dress codes. The eager student 
earned good grades and played varsity basketball. 

In 1953 he set off for Worcester, Massachusetts, and The 
College of the Holy Cross, which his Uncle Edwin had at- 
tended nearly 30 years prior. Jack was prodigiously proud 
of Father Edwin McManus, who donned the black robes of 
the Society of Jesus in 1928, served as a U.S. Army chaplain 
during World War II, and spent most of his postwar life as 
a foreign missionary in the Palau Islands of the South Pa- 
cific. It was a land so desolate that the native tongue had no 
written form. Father McManus remedied that, not only mas- 
tering the language itself but also composing a first-of-its- 
kind Palauan-English dictionary, published by Georgetown 
University Press shortly after his untimely death in 1969. So 
important was Father McManus’ work — both priestly and 
linguistic — that in 1991, the country issued two postage 
stamps commemorating him, and his memory is still revered 
in the Islands to the present day. 

Though Jack did not follow his uncle into Holy Orders, in- 
stead raising four children in imitation of his own father, he 
would nevertheless adopt the spiritual practices of the sacred 
congregation known as Militia Immaculatae Cordis Mariae 
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Mentor and protégé: John Birch Society founder Robert Welch (seated) 
and Jack McManus worked closely together in the former Belmont, 
Massachusetts, headquarters and formed a lifelong friendship. 


(Soldiers of the Immaculate 
Heart of Mary). In the 1970s 
he became a lay-member, or 
“tertiary,” and took the reli- 
gious name of Brother John 
Berchmans. Years later, an 
acquaintance mocked the 
moniker, attributing his de- 
cision to a feeble attempt to 
tie in to the John Birch label. 
Jack laughed heartily; the 
thought had never occurred 
to him. He had fostered a 
devotion to Saint John Ber- 
chmans, the patron of altar 
boys, since his days serving 
Mass as a youngster back in 
New York. Moreover, Saint 
John was known by com- 
panions as “the cheerful 
brother,” so the name was 
even a good match for Jack’s 
humorous disposition. 

Nevertheless, it is true that both his Birch work and his religious 
life were inextricably interwoven, for he considered the Society as 
more than an employer — it was a moral responsibility. Nowhere 
is this more evident than in yet another title to his credit, The Deep 
Church Revealed: An Enemy Within, released by Loreto Publica- 
tions in 2020. Its publisher’s description calls it “the product of 
almost seventy years of close observation and deep study in a 
turbulent world of rapid change and degradation of church and 
society.” Beginning with the founding of the Illuminati in 1776, 
it traces how the hierarchy of Jack’s beloved Catholic Church has 
since been infiltrated by her most pernicious enemies and how that 
decay has adversely affected the entire world. 

That would be Jack’s last completed book, for God called 
the tried and chosen to his eternal reward on March 4, 2024, a 
little more than one month after his 89th birthday and 10 months 
after his dear wife of 65 years preceded him. They had lived to 
enjoy seven beautiful grandchildren, who, because of his brave 
endeavors, now have a chance to live free. 

So do we, but the outcome depends on our taking up the stan- 
dard that Jack carried so nobly through life and, indeed, up to 
his last moments. He died “with his boots on,” amid writing yet 
another book, which bore the working title 4 Conspiracy So 
Monstrous, a line borrowed from former FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover, who also tried to warn America of its rot from within. 
In Jack’s own words from his draft: “Our goal will be reached 
through raising awareness of the existence of this monstrous plot 
and shining the light of truth on its evil plans to destroy freedom 
and rule mankind.” May the memory of John F. McManus in- 
spire us to continue working toward his godly aim. Ml 
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any of us who work for The John Birch Society 

M chose it because we want to work with our heroes. 

For me, Jack was one of those heroes. I’m going to 

miss calling him and hearing his voice. He was one of Ameri- 

ca’s greatest warriors, whose focus was not only on his country 

but on the eternal life ahead. John F. McManus has finished the 
race. May his memory be eternal. 

— Evan Mulch, field resources creator for 

The John Birch Society 


When I was with him, I would think to myself, “I am in the 
presence of greatness.” In The John Birch Society, I was rub- 
bing shoulders with a man that had been fighting the battle long 
before I even knew it existed. The torch has been passed, and 
I have absolute clarity that the mission for which he sacrificed 
so much of his life now falls on the rest of us who survive him. 
Jack, you will be sorely missed. Thank you for making me feel 
that I am capable of all that is necessary to further our cause. 
— Tom Munds, JBS field coordinator in Idaho 


Jack had a profound impact on my life. America and the JBS 
have lost a titan. 
— Tom Rice, JBS home chapter coordinator 


Jack was a master at persuasive communications. He really 
built enduring loyalty in the membership. 
— Marty Ohlson, president of The John Birch Society 


He had the heart of a teacher, a mind of a storyteller, and always 
worked to protect what he loved: God, family, and country. 
— Bill Hahn, CEO of The John Birch Society 


He always started speeches with some corny joke and within 
two minutes had the crowd in the palm of his hand. He ended 
every speech with an appeal to join The John Birch Society. 
Jack was always so supportive and encouraging to the field co- 
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John F. McManus 


January 24, 1935 - March 4, 2024 


ordinators as well. More than once I would be opening the mail 
in Oklahoma and receive a newspaper clipping he’d mailed 
from Massachusetts! He knew how difficult and often thank- 
less our jobs are, and always sought to encourage and show 
appreciation. Oh, he will be sorely missed. John McManus was 
somehow cut from a different cloth than most. 

— Michael Sawyer, JBS field coordinator in Oklahoma 


Jack just had that uncanny ability to take things that were 
seemingly complicated, whether they had to do with moral 
issues, political issues, or social issues, and express them in 
a way that could be very easily understood, simply and suc- 
cinctly. 

— Gary Benoit, editor-in-chief of The New American 


I was a senior in college, and I was in the midst of my socialist 
detox of the indoctrination through school and media. I was 
thunderstruck by [Overview of Our World], because Jack, in a 
very succinct manner, had distilled and crystallized and articu- 
lated these fundamental principles that had evaded me during 
all my years of schooling. 

— William F, Jasper, senior editor of The New American 


Jack was a close friend of my father, Dr. Philip Binzel, and I 

was privileged to enjoy his friendship as well. I truly mourn 

the loss of my friend and mentor, a devout traditional Catholic, 
and a great patriot. 

— Mary Black, curriculum creator at 

FreedomProject Academy 


Jack always knew his battle was with the forces of darkness, 
with demons and hell itself. He knew that if America fell, mil- 
lions of souls would go to hell. Jack knew he had a sword. It 
was his pen, and he used that sword to send the hounds of hell 
scurrying back to their pit of despair. 

— Matt Rhodes, JBS field coordinator in Maine 
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“Golden” Opportunity 


In a touching tale of dedication and 
community spirit, the trash collectors of 
Greenville, South Carolina, went above 
and beyond to reunite a woman with her 
lost wedding band. 

Melanie Harper accidentally lost her 
ring while separating recyclables at the 
local recycling center on January 28, 
Greenville News reported. 

“[The bin] was full,” she explained in 
a video shared on the City of Greenville’s 
Instagram page. “My hand was in between 
some papers and I felt it slip.” 

She was devastated, as the diamond 
wedding band was a gift from her husband 
on their 25th wedding anniversary. 

Despite the slim chances of finding 
the ring in the vast sea of trash, Harper 
reached out to the city’s public-works de- 
partment for help. 

Moved by her plight, the city’s litter 
pickers and public-works employees took 
on the challenge. Led by a man seren- 
dipitously named Travis Golden, the team 
meticulously searched through the refuse, 
overturning bins and sifting through trash 
in a parking lot. Their determination paid 
off when Golden spotted the glittery band 
among the waste. 

The city of Greenville shared the heart- 
warming story on Facebook, praising 
the efforts of Golden and the other staff 
members involved. Harper was overjoyed 
to be reunited with her ring, thanks to the 
dedication and commitment of the public 
works team. 


“Ball for All” 


In a twist of fate, a California bride-to-be 
faced with an unfortunate circumstance 
chose to turn her misfortune into a heart- 
warming act of kindness. After calling off 
her nonrefundable $15,000 December 2 
wedding reception, she decided to donate 
the entire event to Parents Helping Par- 
ents, a nonprofit supporting parents with 
children who have special needs. 

The reception, which included dinner, 
dessert, drinks, a DJ, dancing, and a photo 
booth, was repurposed for a special event 
called the “Ball for All” held at Eagle 
Ridge Golf Club in Gilroy. The bride’s 
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generosity didn’t go unnoticed, with Maria 
Daane, the executive director of Parents 
Helping Parents, praising her resilience 
and kindness. 

Invitations for the event were sent out, 
and all the seats were reserved within 48 
hours. The ballroom was filled with young 
adults with special needs, their parents, 
and caregivers, creating a heartwarming 
atmosphere of joy and delight. 

Daane expressed her surprise and grati- 
tude for the bride’s donation, highlighting 
how it showcased the best in people. 

“I’ve never heard of anyone ever call- 
ing a nonprofit and saying, ‘We want to 
donate a $15,000 party in two weeks to 
you,’” Daane told NBC Bay Area. 

“This just doesn’t happen,” she added. 
“IT don’t expect in my career to ever see 
this again.” 


If the Shoe Fits 


Jor’el Bolden, a 16-year-old from Mis- 
souri, faced a unique challenge when 
it came to finding comfortable shoes. 
Standing tall at 6’5” and weighing 380 
pounds, Bolden wears an impressive 
size 23 shoe, which is difficult to find in 
stores. His mother, Tamika Neal, shared 
their struggle with KCTV 5 in January, 
explaining the difficulty of finding shoes 
that fit him properly. 

Their story caught the attention of many, 
including NBA legend Shaquille O’Neal, 
who wears a size 22 shoe himself. O’ Neal, 
known for his philanthropy, reached out to 
the Bolden family via Facetime, promis- 
ing a surprise in the mail. True to his word, 
a few days later, Bolden received three 
boxes filled with clothes and an incredible 
20 pairs of shoes. 

This act of kindness isn’t the first time 
O’Neal has reached out to help a teenager 
in need of shoes. Previously, he assisted 
Michigan teenager Eric Kilburn, Jr., pro- 
viding shoes, clothes, and gifts for his 
younger brother, Graesyn. 

For Bolden, the gift from O’Neal was 
life-changing. Previously, he had to make 
do with size 22 shoes his family found on 
eBay, which were so tight they prevented 
him from enjoying simple activities such 
as going to the movies. “It has been ‘tor- 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


ture’ wearing such small shoes,” he shared 
with USA Today. 

Even as a baby, Bolden’s feet were too 
large for shoes, so he wore socks for the 
first few months of his life, according to his 
mother. The family had started a GoFund- 
Me to raise funds for custom-made shoes, 
as buying shoes off the rack in his size 
would cost thousands of dollars. The fun- 
draiser has since garnered nearly $12,000. 

“The money raised will help buy shoes 
as he continues to grow,” said Neal, 
thankful for the assistance received. 
“Thank you for taking the time and the 
money that you have earned to give to me 
when I needed it,” Bolden said during an 
interview with KCTV 5. “Thank you for 
all of the things that will come from it and 
that already have.” 


Unidentified Hero 


In a bizarre turn of events, a Florida dive 
bar narrowly escaped destruction thanks to 
a quick-thinking bystander who thwarted 
an attempt to burn it down, Action News 
Jax reported. 

The Jug Saloon in Jacksonville, known 
for its community vibe and named after 
a Lynyrd Skynyrd song, faced potential 
disaster when a regular customer entered 
with gasoline containers and started pour- 
ing fuel on the floor. Surveillance footage 
captured the tense moment as patrons and 
staff fled, realizing the danger. 

Despite a call to the police, it was an 
unidentified older man who heroically 
tackled the suspect and prevented the fire 
from being lit. 

After breaking free, the suspect evaded 
authorities for a short time before being 
found asleep in a nearby vehicle. Kenneth 
Gray, the bar’s owner, vowed to take mea- 
sures to ensure such an incident wouldn’t 
happen again, and police confirmed that 
the state fire marshal was investigating the 
incident. 

The suspect, identified as Vincent 
Siegrist, may have been motivated by a 
prior altercation involving another bar. 
Despite the drama, the Jug Saloon remains 
standing, a testament to the quick action of 
a brave individual. 

— Raven Clabough 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Taking Responsibility 
for Community Safety 


NBCConnecticut.com reported on Feb- 
ruary 26 about a debate raging in Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, over how to deal 
with the city’s rampant crime problem. 
Reverend Dexter Burke has decided that 
enough is enough, and he is now encour- 
aging his congregation to get armed and 
establish civilian patrols in high-crime 
areas. 

According to Burke, the straw that 
broke the camel’s back was a double 
homicide that occurred only blocks from 
his church. Burke was frustrated that the 
community only reacted to such violence 
with the same old prayer vigils, which he 
criticized as “a practice that has gotten old 
and [is] seen only as a strategy to placate 
communities of color.” 

Reverend Burke is adamant that his idea 
of armed civilian patrols will drive down 
crime, and he assured NBCConnecticut 
that the people manning the patrols “are 
going to have licensed, concealed weap- 
ons [and are] going to assist in fighting 
crime.” Burke has at least 10 volunteers, 
whom he described as “an armed security 
[force] that’s going to walk the streets with 
individuals, help them to the bus stop. 
Help them to the grocery store and patrol 
the area.” 

You would think people in the city 
would welcome the added protection, but 
not everyone is on board with the idea. 
Hartford Mayor Arunan Arulampalam 
was extremely critical, mainly because of 
the use of firearms. “Adding more guns 
into the midst of trauma, into the midst of 
pain in our communities, is just going to 
lead to more deaths,” Arulampalam cried 
to NBCConnecticut. A local group named 
Mothers United Against Violence released 
a statement opposing the patrols, exclaim- 
ing, “We are not supporting any individual 
patrolling the streets. We are about find- 
ing solutions and peace.... We don’t need 
more guns.” 

On the other end of the spectrum, neigh- 
borhood resident Zach Williams was sup- 
portive, telling NBCConnecticut, “I think 
it’s appropriate. Especially for those who 
have a permit to carry.” 
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“Can | Shoot Them?” 


12News.com reported on February 28 
about a recent crime spree in Phoenix, 
Arizona, that law enforcement is referring 
to as “dinnertime burglaries.” Scottsdale 
Police Chief Jeff Walther told 12News that 
there have been more than 130 of these 
crimes reported around the Valley. Based 
on such brazen crimes, it’s not surprising 
that local residents are concerned and ask- 
ing questions about how far they can go to 
defend their families. Walther explained, 
“Most questions went along the lines of 
‘Can I shoot them?’” 

To answer that most-pressing question, 
12News featured interviews with experts 
trying to provide straightforward answers, 
and their responses are mostly true for 
residents of other states as well. Arizona 
attorney Benjamin Taylor explained that 
Arizona state law only allows people to 
use deadly force if they feel they are phys- 
ically threatened. “If you feel like they’re 
a threat or they’re coming to attack you 
on your property or inside your home, the 
law allows you to defend yourself and use 
physical force or even deadly force,” Tay- 
lor said. 

Marc Victor, the owner of Attorneys for 
Freedom, added, “In Arizona, you never 
get to use deadly physical force to protect 
property.... You have to at least be able to 
articulate that there’s an imminent threat 
of death or serious physical injury.” Jm- 
minent, according to Victor, means that 
the threat is occurring “right now” or “it’s 
about to happen.” You also have to be 
careful that your defensive force is propor- 
tionate to the threat: “You never get to use 
more force than is reasonably necessary 
to repel that attack.” Failing to adhere to 
these rules could have someone “looking 
at a very serious felony that’s definitely 
going to carry mandatory prison,” he 
warned. 

12News.com concluded its report with 
news that there is a bill being considered 
during the current legislative session that 
might expand Arizona’s Castle Doctrine 
law to allow people to use deadly force 
on trespassers on their property even if the 
trespasser never enters a dwelling. The law 
is intended to protect ranchers and farmers 
who own large parcels of land. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
A 


“| Felt as Though I Was 
Protecting Myself” 


KSAT.com reported on February 27 about 
a late-night shooting in San Antonio, 
Texas, that involved using lethal force to 
stop the theft of personal property. 

KSAT interviewed a man who said he 
was inside his home fast asleep when his 
alarm system alerted him to someone on 
his property. The 36-year-old homeowner, 
who happens to be a decorated military 
veteran who was awarded a Purple Heart, 
quickly retrieved his firearm and went out- 
side to investigate. He discovered a man 
wearing a red hoodie inside his truck, 
going through his belongings. 

The homeowner confronted the would- 
be car burglar, and the man exited the ve- 
hicle and began running toward the front 
door of the house. The homeowner sus- 
pected the burglar was armed with a weap- 
on and, in fear for his life, discharged his 
handgun at the suspect, hitting him mul- 
tiple times in the legs. 

The wounded man fled the scene in a 
different vehicle, and the homeowner im- 
mediately called 911. The suspect later 
showed up at a nearby medical facility 
with gunshot wounds to his legs, and po- 
lice investigators were able to link him to 
the crime. The suspect denied that he was 
involved with the attempted car burglary, 
but police discovered his car in the hospi- 
tal parking lot; it had blood inside it and 
the vehicle matched the description of the 
one that fled the scene of the crime. De- 
tectives believe that there was a getaway 
driver who was with the suspect at the 
time of the crime, but that he fled from 
the hospital parking lot. 

The suspect’s injuries are not life- 
threatening. The homeowner stressed to 
KSAT that he seriously felt that he was in 
danger of imminent physical harm when 
he fired his gun: “I felt as though I was 
protecting myself. It wasn’t about protect- 
ing my property.” That is the critical factor 
in determining whether or not the home- 
owner’s actions were within the confines 
of the law. As of the writing of this col- 
umn, police say he is not expected to face 
any charges. li 

— Patrick Krey 
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Unmasking 
Identity Politics 


by William P. Hoar 


The Origins of Woke: Civil Rights Lan, 
Corporate America, and the Triumph 
of Identity Politics, by Richard Hanania, 
New York: Broadside Books, 2023, 284 
pages, hardcover. 


ike an aggravating itch, wokeness 

keeps poking at us: It’s always in 

the background, tormenting. Where 

did it come from, and, perhaps more ur- 
gently, how can we get a break from it? 

It would be nice to have a panacea, but 
because of the government’s compelling 
interests, those are hard to come by. What 
we have offered here is, if not a remedy, a 
roadmap to relief. 

Before that, however, it helps to know 
more about the tormentor itself. Have 
we generally misunderstood wokeness 
— whether we use that term or call it 
politically correct behavior, or cultural 
Marxism, or cancel culture — as a purely 
cultural phenomenon? Yes, argues The 
Origins of Woke: Civil Rights Law, Corpo- 
rate America, and the Triumph of Identity 
Politics by Richard Hanania. While assur- 
edly not ignoring its cultural aspects, it 
makes the case that this force, so prevalent 
in public discourse over the last decade, 
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The 
Origins 
of Woke 


Civil Rights Law, Corporate 
America, and the Triumph 


of Identity Politics 


Richard 


Hanania 


has its roots in U.S. law dating back more 
than a half-century. What has given this 
ideology the upper hand of late is culture 
catching up to law. 

At the core is the view that wokeness 
is government policy. The relationship be- 
tween the legal system and wokeness was 
also at the heart of the author’s article in 
2021 entitled “Woke Institutions Is Just 
Civil Rights Law,” which grew into this 
thoughtful volume. 

The author makes his case seriously: 
Don’t look for generous measures of 


memorable wordsmithing. The language 
is careful, not cute — more lawyerly, 
less lyrical. He sprinkles, with plenty of 
footnotes, the particulars with specific 
laws and the numbers of executive orders. 
The book concentrates on three “central 
pillars” of wokeness. They are truncated 
here: 1) the belief that disparities equal 
discrimination; 2) the need for speech 
restrictions, particularly directed at those 
who argue against the first point, in the 
interest of overcoming the disparities; and 
3) the requirement for a full-time bureau- 
cracy (such as human-resources person- 
nel) to enforce correct thought and action. 

Did the original law (or laws) stipulate 
this? Not really. But honest observers with 
a bit of foresight should have been able to 
tell what would happen in short order — 
perchance by a party with (as the waggish 
Dave Barry might put it) the collective IQ 
of a flatworm. But no. Accordingly, the 
bureaucracies and the judiciary took over 
and expanded the laws that were passed, 
such as occurred with the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964. 

Speaking of that measure, Minnesota 
Senator Hubert Humphrey (later U.S. vice 
president under Lyndon B. Johnson), for 
example, insisted to a skeptical colleague 
that if he could find “any language which 
provides that an employer will have to hire 
on the basis of percentage or quota related 
to color ... I will start eating the pages.” 
Indeed, other text was added that seemed 
to double down on this understanding. But, 
in practice, that aspect was ignored. The 
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ever-garrulous Democratic senator never 
ate his words, but the federal bureaucracy 
and judiciary did just what they wanted to 
do. This, as pointed out by Hanania, raises 
“serious questions about who ultimately 
has the power to make law under our sys- 
tem of government.” 

Hanania is a research fellow at the Uni- 
versity of Texas, and the president and 
founder of the Center for the Study of 
Partisanship and Ideology. He earned his 
Ph.D. in political science from UCLA, and 
is a graduate of the University of Chicago 
Law School. (He also has been visited of 
late by cancel culture, but that’s another 
story.) 

As the author relates, there were numer- 
ous points while the Civil Rights Act was 
first being debated when critics 


expressed concern that it might do 
x. In response, supporters of the bill 
would say, “no, it won’t do x,” and 
the two sides could agree to a com- 
promise that involved entering a 
clause into the bill in effect saying 
that “x is prohibited.” Usually within 
a decade, the EEOC [Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission] and 
the federal courts would do x anyway. 


A compromise is sometimes said to be a 
deal in which two sides get what 
neither of them wanted. Maybe. But 
why do left-wingers always smile 
to themselves after it happens? 


Twisting the Mechanisms of 
Civil Rights Law 

In a key section of The Origins 
of Woke, Hanania cites a profes- 
sor saying that “disparate impact” 
makes “almost everything illegal.” 
That means the federal govern- 
ment can simply decide (and has 
done so) whom to target. Or, as 
Hanania puts it, we “are left with 
a system in which courts and the 
federal bureaucracy have arbitrary 
power over how institutions func- 
tion and behave.” 

Disparate impact — and the 
early all-but-unanimous claim that 
preferential treatment, or even “re- 
verse discrimination,” would not 
be allowed — is one of the four 
“great innovations” in civil rights 
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law addressed within an incisive chap- 
ter. Others are affirmative action, harass- 
ment law, and Title IX (of the Education 
Amendments of 1972) “as a tool to regu- 
late education.” (A helpful table describes 
— just some of them, of necessity — the 
ways that the government uses race, gen- 
der, and sexuality to “encourage certain 
identities and discourage others,” restrict 
speech, discriminate “between its citizens, 
and interfere in private affairs.”’) 

In his discussion on “Sports and Sexu- 
ality,” the author goes into how the Of- 
fice for Civil Rights (OCR) has made 
the interpretations and “clarifications” of 
the vague law that was passed. “Simply 
requiring equality in the number of var- 
sity athletes,” he writes, “has not settled 
the issue, however.” For whatever rea- 
son, “competitive cheering and tumbling” 
didn’t make the cut, but “women’s row- 
ing” became a favorite. 

The social engineers have their own 
tastes. Never mind that there is nothing in 
the text of Title IX, as the author reminds 
us, “that mentions sports, and women out- 
numbering men in student government, 
music, and other kinds of extracurricular 
activities has never bothered OCR or the 
federal judiciary.” 

He keeps his eye on “civil rights law,” 
saying, 


Richard 
Hanania 


Just as civil rights law in employment 
imposes soft quotas to get around the 
fact that some groups have more pro- 
ductive workers than others, so too 
colleges and universities have had to 
deal with the hard fact that men are 
more interested in athletics by cut- 
ting male sports and padding their 
numbers of female athletes through 
methods such as including on lists 
those who never attend practices or 
games and double- or triple-counting 
participants. 


Certain lawyers and courts appear to be 
willing to spend your last dollar (and 
mine) to prove that they are right. In that 
regard, as we read in The Origins, a federal 
court in Maryland in 2022 ruled “that Title 
IX even applies to private schools that do 
not get federal funding, on the theory that 
being exempt from taxation means that an 
institution is receiving a subsidy.” Once 
again, we find that a political promise 
today means another tax tomorrow. 


Creating New Official Races 

The recent history of civil rights law, as 
described in this book, is broader than 
one might think — including our check- 
ered race policies and the huge growth 
in the human-resources bureaucracy. The 
category of human resources was 
just a blip nationally in the 1950s, 
reaching 140,000 personnel or so 
by 1968. A spiking graph in the 
book shows it hitting 1.5 million 
in 2021, all the better to consid- 
er race, sex, and other protected 
identities. 

There’s a head-shaking review 
of how the government came up 
with new races and genders — as 
we learn, for instance, how Paki- 
stanis, Samoans, and Koreans be- 
came the same “race.” We find out 
about the lobbying that resulted 
in the OMB (Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget) giving “Pacific 
Islanders” their own category — 
sO a group representing “no more 
than 0.4 percent of the American 
population” became one of the five 
major “races” in the country. 

How people referred to them- 
selves was altered to the point that 
“Chinese Americans,” “Japanese 
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Americans,” and “Korean Americans” 
were more likely to be filed under “Asian 
American” and “Asian American Pacific 
Islander,” even though that “AAPI” con- 
cept hardly existed before the Civil Rights 
Act. “Hispanic” was also a made-up term; 
never mind that, for example, Cuban 
Americans, Puerto Ricans, and Mexican 
Americans had different origins and didn’t 
see themselves as “Hispanics” or (certain- 
ly not) “Latinx” people. But the govern- 
ment needed an “ethnicity” for jobs and 
grants and other categories. 

There are spots in this chapter where 
you feel inclined to laugh, lest you burst 
into tears over the insipid nature of our 
masters’ bizarre categorizations of Ameri- 
cans. As Hanania puts it: 


The fact that even a quarter of the 
people of Latin American descent 
called themselves “Hispanic” is 
a testament to the power of gov- 
ernment classification, given how 
completely fabricated the label is. It 
would be as if a substantial number 
of Americans of Italian or French 
descent came to call themselves 
“Romance Americans” based on the 
languages that their ancestors spoke. 
Back in the 1950s, such an outcome 
would probably have looked not 
much less likely than the emergence 
of Hispanics. 


Classification in this country, as the au- 
thor notes, pushed some groups out of the 
“white” category, while others were wel- 
comed. He notes that his family came from 
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the Middle East, and there was confusion 
when, as a young student in this country, 
he and fellow Arabs had to identify them- 
selves in standardized tests. One result of 
this “underrepresentation” is that there are 
fewer official numbers about Arabs and 
Muslims. 

Hanania seems less concerned about 
that than does the Biden administra- 
tion, which has been pushing to remove 
“MENA” (Middle East and North Af- 
rica) from the “white” category on fed- 
eral forms. Indeed, that was the topic of 
a major piece (“No Box to Check’’) that 
appeared in the left-wing New York Times 
as we were reading this book. 


Anti-wokeness Agenda 

Throughout, the author recognizes that the 
current interpretations of civil rights law 
are massively unpopular. He sees this as an 
opportunity for Republicans — who could 
put themselves on the side of the public, 
uniting to the advantage of the GOP. How- 
ever, he also recognizes (and goes through 
its history to show) that the GOP has done 
relatively little in this regard over recent 
decades. Hanania sees this as the time to 
roll back what he calls the “excesses of 
civil rights law.” 

In fact, he offers a detailed “anti-woke- 
ness agenda,” giving the essentials of 
targets. He may be correct about the rela- 
tive feasibility of “low-hanging fruit,” but 
going beyond that would be a very tough 
task. The author sees “executive orders” as 
the easiest way to go. 

However, what he calls “more diffi- 
cult” solutions are likely flights of fancy. 
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It’ll be more than the day after tomorrow 
before we force congressional actions on 
(for example) defunding or taking power 
from the OCR, Office of Federal Contract 
Compliance Programs, and the EEOC; re- 
pealing the Civil Rights Act of 1991 and 
the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987; 
imposing a federal ban on programs that 
are race- and sex-conscious; and removing 
punitive damage for civil rights lawsuits. 

There are, to his thinking, better chanc- 
es here — actions that 


can be taken through the execu- 
tive branch or judiciary that are 
likely to be either actively sup- 
ported by or ignored by the public, 
meaning they present few political 
risks. Amending Executive Order 
11246 [mandating affirmative ac- 
tion across major institutions] can 
be done on the first day of a Re- 
publican administration. Abolish- 
ing disparate impact as a standard 
for determining whether an action 
is discriminatory under Title VI 
[of the Civil Rights Act, prohibit- 
ing discrimination under any pro- 
gram that receives federal financial 
assistance] can similarly be done 
through the executive branch, and 
the same is likely true to a limited 
extent for Title VI [discrimination 
in employment]. 


Would this be difficult? Of course. None- 
theless, the author would put the funda- 
mentals to a stress test, taking aim at 
affirmative action, disparate impact, ha- 
rassment law, and Title IX, reasoning that 
they could largely be handled through the 
executive branch and courts alone. 

Wokeness depends on government sup- 
port. Indeed, as the author emphasizes, 
even when it has state support, “and with 
practically unlimited rhetorical backing 
from elite institutions, it still struggles to 
win hearts and minds.” 

Hanania knows, and is honest about its 
prospects, that getting the state completely 
out of the social-engineering business is 
unlikely to happen. But, as he also insists, 
some of it really could. There is a long 
road ahead. 

The social engineers want us to be dis- 
couraged — because pessimists burn their 
bridges before they get to them. 
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Beating the 


by William S. Hahn, 
CEO of The John Birch Society 


hat can be said 
about the United 7 
Nations? Perhaps 


what could best be said was 
written by Robert Welch, 
founder of The John Birch So- 
ciety. In the May 1960 Bulletin, 
he wrote of the UN, “The ac- 
tual organization is hopelessly 
venal, immoral, and degraded 
at every level. It also shows — 
what many of us have long sus- 
pected — that the driving force 
behind every act and every de- 
cision of importance is a deter- 
mination to help the Commu- 
nists and harm their enemies.” 

Scratch a crisis long enough, and you’re bound to hit the UN or 
one of its many affiliates. The steady growth of the organization 
is a testament to those who continue to give it credibility. 

Let’s make this absolutely simple: The concept of government 
in the “United States” is encapsulated in the Declaration of In- 
dependence — the purpose of government is to protect our God- 
given rights, and those united together are “Free and Independent 
States.” The declaration absolved all allegiance to a foreign na- 
tion, and dissolved all political connections to it. 

Yet, what have the American people allowed to happen? They 
have allowed Congress to yoke the country to the United Nations, 
while increasing allegiance to its anti-American agenda and es- 
tablishing layer upon layer of political connections. 

The UN will continue eroding the sovereignty of member 
countries until the fateful day when the world looks to that glob- 
alist organization for the final say in government. 

That is the day the New World Order will be official. 

Every dollar we give to the UN — and every law, rule, or 
regulation created to support the UN agenda — is another nail in 
the coffin of American sovereignty. 

The sustainable development goals of the UN’s Agenda 2030 
will ensure that every aspect of your life is controlled by gov- 
ernment. The current federal overreach under President Biden 
will seem amateurish compared to the tyranny that will come 
from the UN. 
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What to do? Be vigilant! 
Work together at the local, 
county, state, and federal levels. 
Keep up to date with local gov- 
ernment meetings, and watch 
for Agenda 21/2030 initiatives 
being introduced or discussed. 
Use our Agenda 21 and Agenda 
2030 materials at ShopJBS.org 
to inform local elected officials 
of the potential dangers of these 
UN programs. 

Locally organize with fellow 
concerned residents to help in- 
form other voters. Recruit oth- 
ers from these voters to help 
you distribute literature and cre- 
ate pressure on elected officials 
to protect the community from 
the UN’s initiatives. 

Work together also at the county and state levels to educate 
legislators. Regularly visit their offices and help their aides un- 
derstand the dangers of the UN. Keep up the pressure by having 
different constituents, two at a time, visit legislators each week, 
if possible. If you have fewer recruits initially, perhaps send the 
same two people monthly. 

Make regular phone calls and send regular emails to keep the 
issue at the forefront with legislators. This is especially effective 
if many people do this in the same district. 

Get Congress to pass the DEFUND Act to officially get the 
United States out of the UN and the UN out of the United States. 

The legislative alert tool at JBS.org helps to make it easy to 
connect with legislators. Find contact information at JBS.org/of- 
ficeholders. When available, this includes email, phone, and links 
to social media accounts. We have pre-written and customizable 
emails you can send them, too. Check those out at JBS.org/alerts. 

You can also host a speech to call attention to the UN’s agen- 
da. Go to Freedom’s Voices, the JBS speakers bureau (JBS.org/ 
speakers), for a list of available speakers. 

Don’t worry if all of this sounds daunt- 
ing — joining The John Birch Society will 
put you in touch with others who are already 
doing it in your area and who can help get 
you up to speed and working to Get US Out! 
Visit JBS.org. 
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HOW TO READ 
THE FEDERALIST 


How to Read The Federalist is a must-read introduction to The Federalist, and demonstrates the con- 
tinuing relevance of the principles that guided the Founders in creating the Constitution to the modern 
challenges of the Deep State that we continue to face today. (2023ed, 72pp). 
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BOOK SETS 


The Federalist book is a powerful tool for educating others about 
the Constitution — and, ultimately, getting them to take action and 
defend it. How to Read The Federalist is a must-read introduction to 
The Federalist, but it also demonstrates the continuing relevance of 
the principles that guided the Founders in creating the Constitution 
to the modern challenges of the Deep State that we continue to face 


today. Set includes The Federalist and How to Read The Federalist 
(2023ed, 72pp + 454pp). 
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Showers & Lavatories 


The Onyx Collection manufactures 
showers and lavatories in Belvue, KS. 


We have over 4,500 active dealers 
throughout the United States that sell and 
install our products. 


Quality products, unique designs, our 
guarantee, and ease of installation have 
made us legends in this industry. 


Call us at: (800) 669-9867 


Kansas, USA 


105 Broadway St. Belvue, KS 66407 (phone) 800-669-9867 (fax) 800-393-6699 


www.onyxcollection.com 


